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Previous Koferencet 




Ministry of External Affairs 
(East Asia Division) 


I telephoned Mr. Justice G.. D. Khosla today at 

1. 00 P.K. and mentioned to him that Shri Sumar Guha, IIP, had 
tabled a Calling Attention Notice in the Lok Sabha and 
because of this the Minister- of state had asked me to % contact 
him for such information on the Netaji Commission's visit to 
Taiwan as he may b'e able to give to me. Justice G. D. Khosla 
very kindly came to the Ministry at 2.45 PM and in the 
presence of USCFal) we had a detailed discussion on the points 
raised by Shri Sumar Guha as also on all aspects of the visit 
to Taiwan. 

2. Justice Khosla said that last year he had asked to 
.go to Taiwan in order to see the spot where the air crash was 
said to have taken .place as also to verify a lengthy statement 
by Shri Satyanarayan 3 inha which had been made before the 
Commission. He had his own doubts atfeut the veracity of this 
statement. When the proposal regarding the visit had been 
dropped last year he had" no serious objections to this and 
when* a copy of Shri 3umar Guha's letter to the PM was sent 

to him last year he told the Ministry of Home Affairs that 
he had no reaction to offer, 

: 

3. Justice Khosla went on to say that he had no 
independent information on the witnesses available in Taiwan 
and had repeatedly told c>hri Sumar Guha that he would be 
responsible for locating and producing the witnesses which 
Shri Guha had said were availaole in Taiwan, Before the. visit 
took place, Shri Guha produced the names of some ’fitnesses and 
the Commission wrote to them. It later transpired that some 
of these witnesses were not available while others appeared' 
before the Commission. 

4. 3hri Guha reached Taiwan via Japan three days before 
the Commission arrived there. Shri Guha contacted a number 

of people (including perhaps Taiwanese officials) and 
also gave a press conference where he outlined his own- thesis. 
(Shri Guha has long held the view, that Netaji is not dead and 
that even if he has died, it was not in the 1945 airerash). 
Justice Khosla saw a report on Shri Guha's press conference 
in the Taiwan papers and subsequently obtained a full 
transcript of those remarks. This is available with Justice 
Khosla. ■ Justice Khosla a'lso mentioned his own view that 
Shri Guha had placed the Commission in an embarrassing position 
by implying that his views were shared by the Commission. 
However, Justice Khosla felt that. .we should not highlight 
this point in any way. 

5. A number of witnesses appeared before the Commission 
in Taiwan and sittings were held during the mornings and 
afternoons, including a full day session on Sunday. Apart 
from those witnesses who appeared in response to earlier 
approaches to them, some witnesses voluntarily came forward 

to give evidence after reports on the Commission's inquiries 
were published in the Taiwanese press. Th.e witnesses were 
extremely cooperative and the Commission encountered no 
difficulties in recording their evidence. 


O —I .till L 


2 


(from prepage) 

6, The only point where the Commission ^ame Int o 

contact -with Taiwanese officialsTwas at the time o-^ me 
vilSlt ..T&' the ai'iporV where the 1945 crash took place. 

This place is a nigh security area hut, the Commission was 
allowed to visit it and to drive around in jeeps. All 
the Commission's questions regarding the wind direction, 
alignment of old and new run- ways, etc. , were answered 
and ■ the Commiss i on experienced no difficulty duri ng this 
airport visit;'’ Tne Commission also visited the 
c r einato l* iunf Vhe re Netaji's body was allegedly cremated. 
However, unlike what appeared in some press reports in 
India the Commission did not address an y 

letter to the 'Jaiwan autnorities . 

1 7,' There was no restriction on the iritis of th e 

Commission either because of secret instructions or for an^ 
other reason. In fact there were no secret instructions, 

3, Justice Khosla added that a mention was made 

by 3hri Guha of a nurse who attended on Netaji before he 
died. The whereabouts of this nurse could not be found: 

In fact it is extremely doubtful if any such nurse 
existed, because two witnesses who gave witness before him 
in Taiwan categorically stated that only male nurses were ~ 
working in the military hospital in 1945 and there were 
no female nurses at all. Shri Guha feels Netaji is still 
alive somehhere. Certainly the .evidence examine d 
suppor ted th_e_ th eory that Heta ji died in~a n aircrash a t 
I'alpai on the 18th August, Hb we’ve , this evidence 

was oT"a hearsay nature. There was no evidence to 
counter this story , either direct" or otherwise . 

9* I asked Justice Khosla if ’the Commission had 

any difficulties in locating the documents , a point which 
had been mentioned in me S 2 WF * 1 * * * si r memorandum to the 
Prime Minister in May, 1972. . Justice Khosla repli ed 
thnt at no st age was it specified to himbyLjhri ^nha or 

airl ^~? n e ~ - - s - as -? vtlat Particular document he shou ld trv 
.and locate. . in the absence nf any i ndf ac. t.-i nn B tum h & " 

5P simply try and go through all ‘the archives of 

■ the Taiwan authorit ies'. 5*his was impossible. 

^5* ^ w-en asked Justice. Khosla whether the suggest icn 

from the Government that it would be hitter 'fnr th a ” 

~ co make 1t:s 9M arrangemen ts and not, use 
g^ ^ ^ f yo^anisstion h a d^^e3~W^nTfIou I t j e s . 

He replied that tn.js h ad causecTno problem at ail sinc^ 

01 approaching an Intermediary brfahization was •' 
only to make tne physical arrangements for the visit. 

. T „*? S .ft r rra ^ g: ' : - Jri uL V ' 7e ^-' made ^ -1’^Qt thrmi gh i.ro^ i 
3-na h ough one SITri Pritam Singh who is a partner 

in n! a it? an °1 th f bi - ^ on S Kong Indian firm of 
Harllilas. On the other hand certain non-official 

organizations in taiwan did show courtesy to him. The 

( Ba r ^cil of Taiwan held a function in his honour. He 

■ Sri L^nL e rn?- tal ? ed to . tea the 3 in o- 1 n di an- Bu rma- 
\ if r *. banka cultural and jiconomic Association. The locnl 
, Indian community also entertained him to a dinner. 1 

3 /- 
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(From prep aae) 


11. Summing up his conversation Justice Khosla stressed 

the following points: 



m 




i) The Commission received the fullest cooperation 
from the people of Taiwan and many witnesses were 
examined, including some who turned up on their 
own after news about the Commission's visit was 
published. 


ii) The Commission did. not i'eel that any restrictions 
had been placed on it by toe Indian Government 
or by anyone else. There was simply no truth 
■in the charge that anyone had tried to "sabotage” 
the visit. 


iii) Perhaps 3hrj Guha was making his allegations 

becau se the witn esses who were examined did no t 
support his pet theories. HOweVe? tms was only 
d . p e rsShal obse r vat Ion "and we heed not publicise: 


this in any vay. 


iv) The Commission does. not. deal with foreign 

governments since the mandate given to it, while 
very extensive within India, does not extend 
outside the country. Even in the case of tie 
Commission's visit to countries such as Japan', 
arrangements were made necessarily through the 
Indian Embassy concerned because the Commission 
had no authority to call upon a foreign government 
to furnish information. In he case of the visit 
to T aiwan , obviously there was no Indian Mission 
availab le to furn ish such h eia because thp»re &ve 
no politica l relations.- be tween inaia and Taiwan . 
Therefore, t he Commission made its own 
'V arrangements.' 




v) Ao secret dir e ct ive .s wer e i ssued to the Commission, 
ii&ther the Commission reacned its own decision 
that it wquld have to depend on private channels 
since the Commission coUd not aporoach a foreign 
government and no Indian Mission was available 
for assistance in the case of Taiwan. However, 
within the limits of what was possible, the 
visit ^to ‘Taiwan yielded certain results. 


vi) iiia v isit , to iaiwaiu t ooic place at uhs insistence 


of 3hn jumar Gu ha and o tiier s. The onus was on 
d'hri Guha for pro uu slug useful witnesses. 



tK. K. © Ranaj 
Director v-.. a.) 
2b. ?. is 73 
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3Jhc Hon.' blc Speaker permitted Shri Samar Guha, MP, 
to raise the following Calling Attention Notice under Hale 
3?7i 

“Secret directive was issued to the Netaji -Inquiry 
Commission restricting its freedom in Taiwan in 
conducting into the enquiry into Netaj^s mystery. “ 

2. Although this Notice did not come for discussion 
today and may be taken up- at the earliest, day after 
tomorrow, a background note on the visit of the Netaji 
Commission to Taiwan is placed below at flag 'a*. The record 
of my discussion with Justice G. D. Khosla Which took olace 
this afternoon is placed below at flag , X*. 

3. As desired by the Minister of State, I am forwarding 
these papers to M as also to the Minister of State. 


4. . 


For consideration. 




(K. X'HSf Han a) 
Director (3, iu ) 
25. 7. 19?3 
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SECRET 


Ministry of External Affairs 
(East Asia Division) 


S 







During the discussion which took place in the Lok Sabha 
on the 23rd August, 1973 on Shri Samar Guha's Calling Attention 
Notice relating to the Netajl Comission's visit to Taiwan* 
the Speaker, in response to a demand from some members, stated 
that he would see the letter issued by the Government to the 
Netajl Comission incorporating certain suggestions on the 
Comission's activities in Taiwan, in order to confirm that 
FK's statement on the Calling Attention Notice had summarised 
^ the contents of the letter* 


J 



2. A copy of the letter issued by the Ministry of Home 

Affairs in March 1973 (after it had been shewn to us in final 
draft form) incorporating the Government's suggestions to the 
Netaji Commission is placed below at flag *A' (MHA letter 
No. 2V 6/71-Poll. II dated 15.3.1973). A copy of FM' s statement 
on the Calling Attention Notice may be seen at flag '8'. 


3. 


JS(EA) may like to show this to FM. 








«. K. Ran*) 
Director (E.A.) 
25. 8. 1973 
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MINISTRY G? EXTERNAL APFAIiiS 
PARLIAjlEHT SSCTICH 
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A number of Calling Attention Notices have been 
received by the Hen. Speaker regarding restricting Netaji 
Enquiry Commissi on* s activities in Taiwan. Hen. Speaker*^ 
however* permitted Shri Samar Cuba to raise under the rule 
377# the following after the Calling Attention Notice* 

"Secret directive was issued to the Netaji 
Enquiry Canale si on restricting its freedom 
in Taiwan in conducting into the enquiry 
Into Netaji's aistry". 

This message was received cn telephone at 11*25 
A* M* and it was suggested that tke non. Speaker desired that 
this may be brought to the notice of foreign Minister* 
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( B. Swaraj ) 
Research Officer (Far!) 
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Ministry of External Affairs 
(East Asia Division) 


l( u5i jrp 


,-*>*%* 


The Hon.'ble Speaker permitted Shri Samar Guha, MP, 
to raise the following Calling Attention Kotice under Rule 
377* 

"Secret directive was Issued to the Netaji Enquiry 
Commission restricting Its freedom in' Taiwan in 
conducting into the enquiry Into Netajl's mystery," 

2. Although this Notice did not come for dlsoussion 
today and may be taken up, at the earliest, day after 
tomorrow, a background note on the visit of the Metajl 
Commission to Taiwan is placed below at flag 'X', The record 
of my discussion with Justice G. D. Khosla which took place 
this afternoon is placed below at flag 'Y', 

3, j As desired by the Minister of State, X am forwarding 
these papers to VM as also to the Minister of State, 


4 . 


For consideration. 
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(K. K. S, Ran a) 
Director (S.A.) 
25.7.1973 






Confidential 


Ministry of -External Affairs 

( fcgt Asia Division) 


Background note on the visit of the Keta.11 

Enquiry C ohesion to Taiwan* 


Justice G.D* Khosla,who constitutes the one-man 
Netajl Enquiry Commission, suggested,' tha'fc the Comml -si on 
should undertake a visit to several South-East Asian 
countries which were associated with the disappearance of 
Netaji In 1945, Including Taiwan where, it was alleged, 
he had died in an air crash* 

2. Although the Government had no objection to his 
visit to Taiwan, it was clarified that since India did not 
have any diplomatic relations with Taiwan, an official 
approach could not be made to the Taiwan authorities for 
the visit. 

3. Speaking in Parliament on the 10th May 1972, the 
Minister of State for Home Affairs told Shrl Samar Guha and 
others in » response to a Parliament Question that the real 
difficulty regarding the Taiwan visit was that the Taiwanese 
authorities wanted a formal request from the Government of 
India which could not be issued because of the absence of 
diplomatic relations between the two countries. Shri Samar 
Guha and some other MPs including Shrl A.B. Vajpayee and 
Shri S.N. Mishra expressed dis-satisf action with the 
Government's decision. 

4. Subsequently a group of 32 Memb ers ,of Parliament 
addressed a memorandum to the Prime Ministerjs^ 3S« that 
e visit of the Enquiry Commission to Taiwan was essential 
in order to examine three specific aspects* 

1) to study the topography of Taikoho airport 
wh ere the alleged air crash took place; 

ii) to examine some witnesses who were still 
alive; and 

ill) to exemina war-time documents of the Japanese 
military authorities in Taiwan which were at 
present in the National Archives there. 


Confidential. 


- 2 - 


JuyyvA. 

5, ,/F.M. met Shri S.Mj, Benerjee, Shrl Vajpayee and Shri 

Naval Kishoreto discuss their memorandum to the FM_ 

explained that the Government was not opposed to the Khosla 
Commission visiting Taiwan. In fact) we had tried to sound 
the Taiwan authorities informally but. they raised two pre- 
conditions. Firstly, that the Government should make an 
official request; and secondly, that the Government should 
given an assurance on reciprocity for visits to India by 
Taiwanese. Such an assurance could not be given. Shri 
Vajpayee agreed that this was true and said that we might 
continue efforts to persuade Taiwan to give facilities. 

6. On the 5th July 1972, there appeared a press report 
In which it was said that Justice G.D. Khosla had decided 
that he would not renew his request for the visit to Taiwan 
since the Government had rejected It because it had no 
diplomatic ties with Taiwan. Therefore, although the visit 
to Taiwan was essential, the Commission would not issue a 
directive to the Government. It had no authority to do so. 

7. On September 6, 1972, Shri Samar Guha wrote to F.M* 
repeating the demand that the Commission should visit Taiwan 
so that there would be no limitations placed on the enquiries 
of the Netajl Commission. 

8, Subsequently, Shri Samar Guha wrote to the Prime 
Minister and suggested that some alternative means could be 
utilised for the Commission to visit Taiwan without directly 
approaching the Taiwan authorities. For instance, the 
Commission could visit on an invitation from (a)- the Formosa 
Buddhist Association; (b) the Civic Association; (c) the 
Chine-India Cultural end Economic Association; (d) the r orld 
anti-Coramunist League; of China. 


YC 


9. After this suggestion was examined in full, the 
Ministry of External Affairs agreed, the* in a communication 
addressed to the Ministry of Home Affairs, that the Taiwan 



Confidential 


- 3 - 

not be complete without the visit* However, ve suggested 
to M.H.A, that (i) Ministry of E.A. would not be able to 
arrange for any facilities for the visit; OLiJi that the 
Commission would have to use ordinary travel channels; 

(iiij it would be desirable for the Conmission not to depend 
on any intermediary organisation for examining witnesses but 
to make their presence known in Taiwan and then examine su$i 
witnesses as are relevant to the case; and UxJ to caution 
the Commission not to have official contacts with Taiwanese 
leaders or Government officials, particularly the Foreign 
Ministry. 

» 10. These points were incorporated in a letter which the 
Ministry of H.A. addressed to Justice G.D. Khosla . 

The Commission was told that the visit to Taiwan could take 
place if it was deemed essential. However, since the Government 
does not recognise Taiwan and has no official contacts with it, 
it would not be possible for the Government to arrange any 
facilities for the visit and the Commission would have to use 
the ordinary travel channels for vises, accommodation, eta* 

The Commission may not wish to use other channels directly for 
arranging such facilities. It should be noted, however, that 
we only put forward certain suggestions to the Commission and 
it would be misleading to treat the se suggestions as 
"directives" from the Government. It was entirely proper 
for the Commission to have approached the Ministry of H.A* 
for advice on their foreign program® end the advice tendered 
by the Ministry of H*A, was in full awareness of the 
Commission's own powers to reach decisions. 



Ministry of External Affairs 
(East Asia Division) 


The Hon,* hie Speaker permitted 3hri 3aanar Guha* HP, 
to raise the following Galling Attention Notice under Rule 
377* 



"Secret directive was Issued to the Eetaji inquiry 
Commission restricting Its freedom in Taiwan In 
conducting Into the enquiry into Net&Jl*s mystery." 

2. Although this Notice did not come for discussion 
today and may he taken up. at the earliest, day after 
tomorrow t a background note on the visit of the Netaji 
Commission to Taiwan la placed below at flag *X*. The record 
of my discussion with Justice 0. D. Khosla vfcich took place 
this afternoon is placed below at flag '1', 

3. As desired by the Minister of State, I am forwarding 
these papers to TO as also to the Minister of State, 

4. * For consideration* 


(K* K, ^ Sap.®) 
Director (E. A. ) 
26.7.1973 
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Ministry ?f gstsmal Affair* 

(East /.sle Division) 


Bafikjround note on the visit of the ftatfiLil 

Enquiry CoTir-lssion to Taiwan: 


#* 
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Justice G.D. Khoslaiwho constifcut^ the one-men 
Hetaji Enquiiy Commission, suggested ^that the Commi si on 
should undertake e visit to several South-East Asian 
countries which were associated with the dis appearance of 
Ketaji In 1945, including Taiwan where, it was alleged, 
he had died in an air crash* 


2* although the Government bed no objection to his 
visit to Taiwan, it was clarified that since Indie did not 
have any diplomatic relations with Taiwan, an official 
approach could not be mede to the Taiwan authorities for 
the visit* 


2, Shaking in Parliament on the 10th May 1972, the 
Minister of Stete for Home Affairs told Shri Samar Guha and 
others in e response to a Parliament Question that the real 
difficulty regarding the Taiwan visit was that the Taiwanese 
authorities wanted a formal request from the Government of 
Indie which could not be issued because of the absence of 
diplomatic relations between the two countries, shri Samar 
Guha end some other MPe including Shri A*B. Vajpayee and 
Shri S.N. Mishra expressed dis-setl sf action with the 
Government *s decision* 

4* Subsequently a group of T2 Members^ ^Parliament 
addressed a memorandum to the Prime Mini sterlet at lng that 
a visit of the F.nquiry Commission to Taiwan was essential 
in order to examine three specific aspects* 

1) to study the topography of TBiicoho airport 
where the alleged air crash took place; 

ii) to examine some witnesses who ware still 
alive; and 

ill) to examine war-time documents of the Japanese 
military authorities In Taiwan which were at 
present in the National Archives there. 


Conjldt^UA 
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5. JTMm mat Shri S.M. Benerjee, Shri Vajpayee and Shri 
Navel Kish ore to discuss their memorandum to the F.M* FM 
explained that the Government was not opposed to the Khosla 
Commission visiting Taiwan. In fact, we had tried to sound 
the Taiwan authorities Informally but they raised two pre- 
conditions • Firstly , that the Government should malts an 
official request; and secondly, that the Government should 
given an assurance on reciprocity for visits to India by 
Taiwanese. Such an assurance could not be given. Shri 
Vajpayee agreed that this was true end said that we might 
continue efforts to persuade Taiwan to give facilities. 

6. On the 5th July 1972, there appeared a press report 
In which it was said that Justice G.t). Khosla .had decided 
that he would not renew his request for the visit to Taiwan 
since the Government had rejected it because it had no 
diplomatic ties with Taiwan. Therefore, although the visit 
to Taiwan was essential, the Commission would not issue a 
directive to the Government. It had no authority to do so. 

7. On September 6, 1972, Shri Samar Guhe wrote to F.H. 
repeating the demand that the Commission should visit Taiwan 
so that there would be no limitations placed on the enquiries 
of the Netajl Commission. 

8. Subsequently, Shri Sfim»r Quha wrote to the Prime 
Minister and suggested that some alternative means could be 
utilised for the Commission to visit Taiwan with out directly 
approaching the Taiwan authorities. For instance, the 
Commission could visit on an invitation from (a) the Formosa 
Buddhist Association; (b) the Civic Associ at ion; (c) the 
Chlne-India Cultural end 'conoraic Association; (d) the World 
errti-C oramunist League of Chine. 

9. After this suggestion was exenlned in full, the 
Ministry of External Affairs agreed, the* in a communication 
addressed to the Ministry of Home Affairs, that the Taiwan 
visit could take place if it was felt that the enquiry would 
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not be complete vlthout the visit. However, we suggested 
to M.H.A. that (1) Ministry of 3.A. would not be sble to 
arrange for any facilities for the visits (ii) that the 
Commission would have to use ordinary travel channels j 
(iii) it would be desirable for the Commission not to depend 
on any intermediary organisation for examining witnesses but 
to make their presence known in T riven end then examine such 
witnesses as ere relevant to the case; end (iv) to caution 
the Commission not to have official contacts with Taiwanese 
leaders or Government officials* particularly the Foreign 
Ministry. 

10. These points were Incorporated in a letter which the 
Minlstiy of H.A. addressed to Justice G.D. Khosla i-f lag - ft ) . 

Hie Commission was told that the visit to Taiwan could take 
place if it was deemed essential. However, since the Government 
does not recognise Taiwan and has no official contacts with it, 
it would not be possible for the Government to arrange any 
facilities for the visit Bnd the Commission would have to use 
the ordinary travel channels for visas, accommodation, etd* 

The Commission may not wish to use other channels directly for 
arranging such facilities. It should be noted, however, th&t 
ve only put forward certain suggestions to the Commission and 
it would be misleading to treat these suggestions as 
"directives " from the Government. It was entirely proper 
for the Commission to have approached the Ministry of H.A. 
for advice on their foreign program* ami the advice tendered 
by the Ministry of H.A. was in full awareness of the 
Commission's own power s to reach decisions. 
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Ministry of External Affairs 
(East Asia Division) 




Tbo Konfble Speaker permitted Shrl Samar Guha, HP, 
to raise the following Calling Attention Notice under Rule 
377 * 

"Caere t direct ive was Issued to the Retail Enquiry 
Commission restricting Its freedom in Taiwan in 
conducting into the enquiry Into Retail’s mystery, " 

2» Although this Notice did not come for discussion 

today and nay he taken up. at the earliest, day after 
tomorrow, a back ground note on the vi3lt of the Natali 
Commission to Taiwan is placed belov at flag *X'. The record 
of my discussion with Justice 0. D. Khosla which took place 
this afternoon is placed below at flag •¥*. 


3. As desired by the Minister of State, X am forwarding 

these papers to IM as also to the Minister of State* 



4* , For consideration* 



26* 7 * 1973 
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Confidential 


Ministry of External affairs 

( fegt ; :lfc •)j,vjLsl-Ofl) 


Background note on the visit of the Keta.11 

..•nq. ir: co ri g fi i >n ta t 


Justice G*D* Khosle,who constitutes the one-man 
fceteji Enqul ry Commission, suggested that the Commlrelon 
should undertake e visit to several Louth -Sast Aslan 
countries which were associated with the dls appearance of 
Netajl In 1945, Including Taiwan where, it was alleged, 
he had died In an air crash* 

2* i. 1 though the Government h*4 no objection to his 

visit to Taiwan, It was clarified that since India did not 
have any diplomatic relations with Taiwan, an official 
approach could not be made to the Taiwan authorities for 
the visit. 

3* Speaking in Parliament on the 10th May 1972, the 
Minister of State for Home Affairs told Shrl Samar Guha and 
others In -e response to a Parliament C uestlon that the real 
difficulty regarding the Taiwan visit was that the Taiwanese 
authorities wented a formal request from the Government of 
India which could not be issued because of the absence of 
diplomatic relations between the two countries* Shrl Samar 
Guha and some other MPa Including Shrl A*B* Vajpayee and 
Shrl S*N, Mishra expressed dis -satisfaction with the 
Government ' s ded si on • 

4 # Subsequently a group of T2 Members of Parliament 
addressed a memorandum to the Prime Minister stating that 
a visit of the Enquiry Commission to Taiwan was essential 
In order to examine three specific aspects* 

i) to study the topography of Telkoho airport 
tfiere the alleged air crash took placet 

' 11) to examine some witnesses who vero still 
alive | and 

111) to examlm war-time documents of the Japanese 
military authorities In Taiwan which were at 
present in the National Archives there* 
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5. F.M# met Shri S.M. Benerjee, Shri Vajpayee and Shri 
Navel Kish ore to discuss tb^ir memorandum to the F*M* FM 
explained that the Government was not opposed to the Khosla 
Commission visiting Taiwan* In feet, ve had tried to sound 
the Taiwan authorities informally but they raised two pre- 
conditions. Firstly, that the Government should make an 
official request! and secondly, that the Government should 
given an assurance on reciprocity for visits to India by 
Taiwanese. Such an assurance could not be given. Shri 
Vajpayee agreed that this was true end said thet we might 
continue efforts to persuade Taiwan to give facilities* 

6. On the 5th July 1972, there appeared a press report 
in which it was said that Justice G.d. Khosla had decided 
that he would not renew his request for the visit to Taiwan 
since the Government had rejected it because it had no 
diplomatic ties with Taiwan. Therefore, although the visit 
to Taiwan was essential, the Commission would not issue a 
directive to the Government. It hed no authority to do so* 

7. On September 6, 1972, Shri Scaar Guha wrote to F.M. 
repeating the demand that the Commission should visit Taiwan 
eo that there would be no limitations placed on the enquiries 
of the Netajl Commission. 

8. Subsequently, Shri Samar Guha wrote to the Prime 
Minister and suggested that some alternative means could be 
utilised for the Commission to visit Taiwan with out directly 
approaching the Taiwan authorities. For instance, the 
Commission could visit on an invitation from <s)the Formosa 
Buddhist Association^ (b) the Civic Association; Cc) the 
Chlie-Indla Cultural and Economic Association! (d) the World 
anti -Communist League; of Chine. 

9 • After tibia suggestion was examined in full, the 
Ministry of External Affairs agreed, thet in a communication 
addressed to the Ministry of Home Affairs, that the Taiwan 
visit could take place if it was felt that the enquiry would 
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not be complete without the visit* However, we suggested 
to M*H*£ • that (1) Ministry of E.A* would not be sble to 
arrange for any facilities for the visit? (11) that the 
Commission would have to use ordinary travel channels? 

(Ill) It would be desirable for the Co .mission not to depend 
on any intermediary organisation for examining witnesses but 
to make their presence known in Tsiwan end then examine such 
vitneases as ere relevant to the case? md (iv) to caution 
the Commission not to have official contacts with Taiwanese 
leaders or Government officials, particularly the Foreign 
Ministry. 

10. These points were Incorporated in a letter which the 
Ministry of H.a. addressed to Justice Q*D* Khosla (flag B). 

The Commission was told that the visit to Taiwan could take 
place If it was deemed essential* However, since the Government 
does not recognise Taiwan and has no official contacts with it, 
it would not be possible for the Government to arrange any 
facilities for the visit end the Commission would have to use 
the ordinary travel channels for visas, accommodation, etc* 

The Commission may not wish to use other channels directly for 
arranging such facilities* It should be noted, however, that 
we only put forward certain suggestions to the Commission and 
It would be misleading to treat these suggestions as 
"directives M from the Government. It ires entirely proper 
for the Commission to have approached the Ministry of H.A. 
for advice on their foreign program* end the advice tendered 
by the Ministry of H.*» was in full awareness of the 
Commission’s own powers to reach decisions* 
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PRIME MINISTER'S SECRETARY Tt»atc.. 'Trljj. 

No., /F-M. 

Forwarded with the eomplimente of the Prime Mmist 

Copy of letter dated July 26. i»73^fro« / 

Shri Smsr Guha, M.P. regarding Net»J^< 0 
Iftaulry Comnission* s eisit to Teipei.\~ ^ 


ill 
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Sardar Svaran Singh, 

Minister of External Affairs, 


Hew Delhi, 

No . 463fPM0/73. 

Date. J«l*. .?$». *873. 


* * 


Copy of lottOT dated the 25th July, 1973 froa 
Shri 8 atar ooha, Member of parliament, 27. South 
Avenue, VM Delhi- 11000.1 to tho prime Minister. 


Tho whole country folt highly grateful to yon for 
taking par tonal Initiative to permit tho Petajl inquiry 
Comal sslon to vlalt Talpal In Tainan. Talpal, vhloh v a s 
known as Talboku at tho tlno of Japanese occupation, 
roally holds tho koy to nnravol tho nyatory about tho 
dloappoaranoo of Hotajl Subhat chandor Bo to. 

Vo onootod that tho Fatal 1 inquiry Cornel es Ion 
while visiting Talpol will avail at try opportunity and 
all fao lilt lot for contact Inf thorough enquiry Into 
PotaJ i-my story. Bat on roashlng Talpol we war# 
ooaplotaly surprlsod to know froa tho Coaalsslon that a 
departmental la ttar It sued froa tho Ministry of Internal 
Affairs strangely Inhibited tho Coaalsslon froa soaking 
any direct help froa tho Government of Taiwan or any 
other non-off la lei organisation In that country. In 
i consoquoneo tho Canal sslon took on absolutely paeslve 
attitude sitting alnost Ilka m Inert body doing nothing 
in exercising its Initiative and fraodoa to conduct 
Inqalry Into FctaJ 1-mystcry. If a* did not eoeeapa&y 
tho Canal salon, perhaps the Commission would hart returned 
to mdla without doing any inquiry Vhatooavcr In Talpal. 

The diroe tire Issued by tho Ministry of External 
Affairs not only a Irena scribed the independence of tho 
Judicial body like tho Fetajl inquiry Coanl sslon but 
praotloally frustrated Its work dt Investigation Into 
tho elrounstsnoos loading to tho dloappoaranoo of Hatajl. 

Tho Government of Talpol did not ask for sny formal 
letter from the Government of mdla to tha Government of 
Talvw, but they expressed their desire that tho Cennleslen 
should write to the Bast Asia Dapartaant of thalr 
Government for soaking Its aeoparatlon In conducting 
Inquiry in Taiwan* On our request tho Government of 
Taiwan Issued visas to tho a tabor s associated with tho 
Hatajl Cennleslen and nada an unusual liberal gesture of 
goodwill to tho Coaalsslon by allowing It to hold eouxt 
proceedings in their country without formal parnl sslon. 

The Gov or men t of Taiwan, various non-official organisations 
there end tho press as a whole expressed their sincere 
willingness to extend all kinds or cooperation to the 
Connlsslen. But os the Commission refused, even being 
requested by us repeatedly, to write to the Bast Asia 
Department of the Government of To Ivan, the Cosmi sslon 
failed to avail all opportunities that were before then 
for resolving Petajl -mystery. 

I alongvlth two other members of national Commit tea 
to Assist Butajl Inquiry made frantic efforts with the help 
of seme members of parliament of Talvan and press reporters 
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there to eolleot some materials and find oat sate witnesses 
for appearing before the Commission. Many revealing foots 
were coming before the Commission which contradicted the 
most of the earlier reports circulated by the Government of 
Juan and many of the facta that were placed before the 
earlier net ail inquiry Committee heeded by Major General 
Shah Mamma Khan. As It required for us to eonduet various 
enquiries from the airport, hospital, municipality, 
crematorium and other authorities related to documents and 
reeords in connection with the reports that wera circulated 
by the Government of Japan, the task was very difficult to 
complete without the formal help of the Government of 
Taiwan. V# were getting unknown feota, many wltneseea and 
many other materials which If we sueeeeded to collect and 
produce before the Commission, V etaj 1-mystcry would have 
been finally rasolved. we oould ettesaa a trass a number 
of local Inhabitants who wars working during the days of 
Japcncse occupation under the various authorities as stated 
•hove, but It was difficult for us to produce than before 
the Coni as ion without getting time and opportunity to 
track than and bring them before the Commission. We 
requested the Commission to extend Its sittings by a few 
days so that ws could try to do our best to eolleot more 
materials end find important personnel for the purpose ef 
getting fasts for Vetajl inquiry. But unfortunately due 
to strlet directive given to the Conleslon. the Coaalesloo 
expressed Its reluctance to extend its sittings at Talpal. 

I am extremely sorry to obswe that the Inhibiting 
directive issued by the Ministry ef external Affaire 
practically scuttled the objective ef Commission* e visit 
to Taiwan. 

I also went to Inform you that the facts that same 
before us revealed wide range of divergence about the 
reported date, time end location of the alleged plane 
crash Involving Vetajl, time and date of hie reported 
death, location of hie hospitalisation, the date mid time 
ef his cremation, eto. 

The meteorological report showed that the plane 
crash could not have occurred at the place where It wee 
reported so by the Government of Japan. It was alto 
reported to us by one er two witnesses that a body that 
was told to be or I a tail was oremated. But everybbdy 
stated that the body was rollad inside an army blsnket 
additionally covered by a Sheet of white sloth and nobody 
was allowed to see whose dead body it was. Ho photograph 
of the deady body was taken and nobody was allowed to sae 
the body which wee told by the Japwese me that of Vetajl. 

We got two very important documents which were 
submitted by the military anthorlty of Japan. - one as 
that of the municipal certificate and the other of 
eremeterlum certificate as permits for ersmetlng the 
reported body ef Vetajl, but startlingly these two vital 
doc wants were found to contain not the nan a of Vetajl hut 
of a Japanese young military ef fleer. 
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Mr. Harln Shah, a Journalist, who rial tad T alp si In 
1946 subnit tad a r sport to lata pandit ji and Ssrdur 
Vallabhbhal ratal in an attempt to oonvlnoa than that 
Hatajl really dial In a plana crash at palpal, subsequently 
ha published a book and Ineluded In It a any doc wants and 
photographs of various par tons which ha claimed to have 
round during hit visit to Talpal. Ha produo ad thaaa 
documents bafora tha aarllar Shah Havas Committee also. 

But on our enquiry at Talpal wa found that no at of tha 
do CUB sots a ra althar fabric atad or concocted and many of 
tha photographs wars frauds. 


I returned from Talpal with tha firm conviction that 
tha raport of daath of Hatajl that was circulated by tha 
Government of Japan could not ba railed. But wnfortmately 
due to tha rastr lotion Imposed on tha Hatajl inquiry 
mmUfc bam Commission end inert attitude of tha latter In 
aoursa of Its Investigation work at Talpal, wo alssad tha 
opportunity to finally unravel Hetaj 1-mystery* 


X shall fall Is ay duty If I do not inform you that 
tha Government af Taiwan, tha people at large and tha 
press as a whole there snowed an attltuda or extreme 
goodwill, friendship and cordiality to India and to us 
who visited Talpal vary recently. Hone of than raised mr 
political Issue bpt expressed their goodwill and friendship 
to India and urgad that India and Taiwan should have 
friendly, cultural, social and oooncale relations* 


X regret to remark very frankly to you that tha 
affort of Hatajl inquiry Commission has been frustrated 
by tha directive Issued to it aurblng its initiative «4 
freedom by tha Klnlstry af External if fairs. 

X want to draw your attention to another aspect in 
eonn action with tha Hatajl inquiry Commission. The 
Commission has fixed up tha dates for irgunent Session 
free doth July* But all the vital doc went s that tha 
Commission asked from tha Government have not yet bean 
supplied to It. without these documents It will ba again 
extremely difficult far tha Commission to arrive at a 
right conclusion. 

I harboured this faith that by tricing tha patriotic 
stop of setting up a fresh Hatajl inquiry Commission, you 
Showed your keenness to resolve Hetaj i -mystery. X still 
hop# that you should taka necessary steps to ask the 
different departments of the Oovernaent to submit relevant 
documents to tha Commission. I would taka liberty further 
to request you to write a personal lattar to the president 
of prirlstan, Hr. Bhutto, requesting him to trite necessary 
steps to enable Cel. Hablbur Reha an, who can say the last 
word about Hatajl, to appear before the Hatajl inquiry 
Commission, 

X hope you will appreciate the frankness of my letter 
as It will rafl act to you tha prevailing faellng of eur 
countryman about Hetaj I4y stery. 
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New Delhi. 
August 1*+-, t973« 


Dear Shri Samar Guha, 

Will you please refer to your latter dated the 
25th of July, 1973* addressed to the Prime Minister, 
regarding the Netaji Inquiry Commission's visit to 
Taiwan? 

I am 3orry tfctt you feel that the Commission’s 
work was hampered in any way by any action on our part* 

I am afraid, your impression is based on a misunder- 
standing and I thought I would give you some of the 
facts 3n respect of the matters raised by you* 

You are aware of the circumstances surrounding 
the Commission's visit to Taiwan* In fact, it was 
through your efforts and advice that the Commission was 
able to make a visit to Taiwan and hold its sittings 
there in a satisfactory manner. 

As you know, we do not have diplomatic relations 
with Taiwan and have consistently held the view that the 
People's Republic of China is the sole legitimate Govern- 
ment of China and that Taiwan is a Province of China. 
Because of this, neither the Government of India nor 
judicial bodies appointed by the Government of India can 
enter into direct or formal contacts any time with the 
Government of Taiwan and its departments. Here again, 
it was at your initiative that a formula was worked out 
which would make the vi3it possible on a private basis. 
Naturally, this entailed the cooperation of the Taiwan 
authorities and we are grateful to you for having 
contributed to such cooperation. We also a predate the 
cooperation extended by the people of Taiwan and the 
various authorities who tfere concerned with the work of 
the Commission* 

In the political context mentioned above, however, 
it was natural thtt we should suggest to the Commission 
not to nako any formal approach to the Taiwan authorities 
and to make an independent enquiry without enlisting the 
formal cooperation of any official or non-official body 
there* The Commission, in its judgement, accepted this 
suggestion. As you know, while the Commission has 
extensive powers to gather material evidence in India, it 
hasho authority to compel the cooperation of a-ny foreign 
Government. In all its visits to fireign countries, 
therefore, the Commission had conducted its enquiries with 
the assistance of the Indian Diplomatic Missions located 
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abroad. In the case of Taiwan, this avenue was not available 
and the Commission had to rely on informal arrangements and 
on assistance of influential persons like yourself. 

I should like to emphasise at this stage that the 
fact that the Commission did not address a formal request to 
the Taiwan Foreign Ministry or its East Asia Department, did 
not prevent the presentation of all available evidence to it. 
The Commission is, in fact, satisfied frith the visit and with 
the response it received. 

I understand that the question of obtaining evidence 
and witnesses was discussed with you extensively by Mr. Justice 
Khosla before the departure of the Commission for Taiwan and 
he had stressed to you that the Commission was relying on 
you and your friends for help in gathering the available 
evidence. On the basis of the list given by you, the 
Commission wrote to the witnesses in advance. While several 
of them turned up before the Commission in Taiwan, it was 
also fortunate that the publicity given to the Commission's 
visit in various Taiwanese nespapers succeeded in attracting 
some other witnesses, all of whom gave evidence. 

I can as sure you that no directive was given by the 
Government to the Commission which inhibited it from extending 
its stay in Taiwan. I am informed that the Commission decided 
against an extension beyond the nine days of its stay because 
it had no firm indication of the nature of any material 
evidence which might be produced in case the Commission stayed 
for an extra length of time. In any event, this was entirely 
an independent decision of the Commission. You have referred 
in your letter to some vital documents which the Commission 
has asked the Government to supply to it. I have conveyed 
the relevant extract of your letter to the Ministry of Home 
Affairs. 


Please rest assured that we in the Government folly 
share your desire that every possible effort should ba made 
to assist the Commission in making the present inquiry into 
Netaji's disappearance a definitive and an independent 
judicial study. 




Yours sincerely, 
Sd/- 

(Swaran Singh) 


Shri Samar Guha, 
Member of Parliament, 
2?, South Avenue, 

IJEW JoILi-tl -110011 


copy for information to Prof, 
to P.M. 



P.TI. Dhar, Secretary 

(V.C. Trivedi) 
Secretary (East) 
14-8-1973 
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It OK SA3HA 

UN STIRRED QUESTION KO.3525 

TO BE ANS W ERED OK THE jSTH AUGUST. 10 75 

DIRECTIVE TO NETAJI INQUIRY COMMISSION 
ROT IO~S BE K ITPEoTTfsr.I ERIN TAIW AN" 

SHRI SAMAR GUIIA: 




Will the Minister of External Affairs 
he pleased to state; 

(a) whether Ministry of External Affairs had issued 

a directive to the Netaj i Inquiry Commission not to seek any 
direct help from Government “-of Taiwan or any other non- 
official organisation there in the course of its recent 
visit to Taiwan in connection with investigation into dis- 
appearance of Ncta;ji Subhaeh Chandra Bose; 


<t>) 


if so, the text of the letter issued* ton the 


Commission; 

(c) the reasons for imposing such restrictions on the 
Commission; and 

(d) whether the investigation work of the Commission 
was seriously inhibited by such directive? 


AN SWER 

THE MINISTER OR STATE IN THE MINISTRY 
(SHRI SURENPRA PAL SINGH) 


(a) r .(b). . (c)A(d) : 

No, Sir. No directive was issued to the Netaj I 
Inquiry Commission. In all its enquiries outside India 
involving contacts with foreign government agencies, the 
Commission has functioned with the assistance of Indian Missions 
located abroad. Taking into consideration the fact that we 
have no Mission in Taiwan, such assistance was not possible 
when the Commission visited Taiwan. In view of this, and in 
view of the fact that we have no diplomatic relations with 
Taiwan, It wa3 suggested that the Commission may make 
independent inquiries without enlisting the formal cooperation 
of any official or non-official body in Taiwan, and make its 
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own arrangements on a private basis, I’he Commission, in 
its judgment, decided to accept this suggestion* It is 
incorrect to say that the Commission's work was hampered in 
any way by Government, 

l 



MOST IMMEDIATE 


LOK SABHA SECRETARIAT 
(Table Office) 





Subject: Reported directive given or ’written 

suggestion 1 made to" the Netaji Inquiry 
Commission not to seek any help either 
from the Government or any non-official 
body in Taiwan while conducting investiga- 
tion Into the matters related to 
disappearance of Netaji Subhash Chandra 
Bose, 


A copy of letter dated the 20th August, 1973 from 
Shrl Samar Guha, M. P. together with a Calling Attention 
Notice of date, on the above subject is enclosed, 

2, These may please be placed before the Minister of 
External Affairs and his comments in the matter intimated 
to this Secretariat immediately in order to enable the 
Speaker to decide the admissibility of the notice, 

3, While sending the comments, please Indicate 
whether there is any objection to a copy thereof being 
given by us to Shri Samar Guha, 




(P,K. PATNA IK) 
JOINT SECRETARY 



SAMAR TOHA 

MfciBBR OF PARLIAMENT 
(LOK SAB HA) 



V 


27th South Avenue, 
New Delhi 11 


August 30,3973, 


Dr, G.S. Dhillon, 
Hon 1 hie Soever, 
Lok Sab ha , 

New Delhi. 


Hon'ble sir, 

You kindly agreed to permit me, according to Rule 377, 
to raise the matter relating to the reported directive 
given or 'written suggestion* made to the Netaji Inquiry 
Commission not to se& any help either from the Government 
or any non- official body in Taiwan while conducting In- 
vestigation Into thematters related to disappearance of 
Netajl Subhash Chandra Bose, You asked me to wait till the 
Minister of External Affairs return from abroad, 

» 

I hope you will kindly permit me to raise the matter today, 

T addressed a letter to the prime Minister and met her also 
In this connection* I had been Informed that this letter 
has been directed to the Minister of External Affairs. 

However, 1 feel that the matter being very Import ant, It 
should be a&altted in the form of a Calling Attention 
Motion, I consulted a former Chief Justice of Calcutta 
High Court who told me that as the matter concerns the 
conduct of the Ministry of Bxternal Affairs, such Calling 
Attention motion cannot be nan construed in any way as 
interfering with the legal authority of the Netajl Inquiry 
Commission. 

I shall humbly request you again to admit my Calling Attention 
on the subject which I have repeated again today. 

With regards, 

Yours sincerely, 
sd/- 

( Samar Guha) 
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CALLING ATTENTION NOTICE 
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place ItowDelhi 



Dat e 20.8.73 

From 

Samar Guha M 7 


To 

The Secretary, 
Lok Sabha, 

New Delhi. 



Sir, 

Under Rule 197 of the Rules of Procedure and Conduct of Business, 
I give n jtice of my intention to call the attention of the Minister 

of External Affairs on 20.8.73 

to the following matter of urgent public importance and to request that 

' 

the Minister may make a statement thereon:- 


0^ B a. Restriction Imposed on Netajl Inquiry at Taipei 


Reported instruction Issued to the Netaji Inquiry Commission 
by the Ministry of External Affairs not to seek any help from 
the Govt, or any non-official organisation in Tbivan. 






Yours faithfully, 

Sd. Samar Guha 


M.P. 

Division No. 3 O? 


Copy to : 

(1) The Speaker. 

■■ M . 

(2) The Minister of External Affairs 
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From 


• 'Sauai? -*uha 


To 

The Secretary, 

Lok Sabha, 

New Delhi. 

Sir, 

Under Rule 197 o£ the Rules of Procedure and Conduct of Business 
I give notice of my intention to call the attention of the Minister 

of ataraal Affra. on 

to the following matter of urgent public importance and to request that 
the Minister >■: may make a statement thereon : - 


R»» tetatanK restriction imposed on Me tail Inquiry at Taipei 

reported instructions Issued to the ttetajl inquiry fiouaisslon 
by the Hints try of External Affairs not to seek any help froa the 
Govt, or any non-official organisation in Taiwan . 


Copy to : 
( 1 ) 
( 2 ) 





Yours faithfully, 

( 3u>r ) 

Division No. 


External Affrs. 
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/OBJECT : Calling Attention notice regarding the reported 
\y instructions is sued to the Netaji Inquiry Commission 


by the Ministry of External Affairs not to seek 
any help from the Govt, or any non-official orga- 
nisation in Taiwan. 


gW\ 






The Ministry of External Affairs may please refer to 
to. the Calling Attention notice tabled by Shri Samar Guha 
bn the above subject. 

2. As already intimated on the telephone to Parliament 
Section at 11.2? A.M. today, the Speaker has admitted the 
above notice for the 23rd August, 1973 (Thursday). The 
Minister of External Affairs may, therefore, to ma ke a brief. 
statement in response thereto in the House after Question Hour 

— * *^%im 

on that day. 


Mil 


3. An Entry to this effect is being included in the List 
of Business for 23.8.1973. Copy of the entry for List of 
Business indicating the exact text of the admitted Calling 

H Attention, may please he collected at 2 P .M today f rom 
this Secretariat. 


ft 
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(P.K.PATNAIK) 
JOINT SECRETARY. 


"I 


The Ministry of External Affairs. . 

■; ( L .3 .3 . U.O . N0.9/1/73/T* dated the 22nd August, 1973- 
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LOK 3ABHA SECRETARIAT 
(Table Office) 

<£ -? 9 0 rJ ^ 



SUBJECT: Calling Attention notices regarding the reported 

instructions issued to the Netaji Inquiry Commission 
by the Ministry of External Affairs not to seek any 
help from the Government or any non-official orga- 
ni sat ion in Taiwan. 


The Ministry of External Affairs may please refer 
to this Secretariat U.O. of even no. of date on the above 
j subject,, 

.-p g( \ A copy of the entry for List of Business for 

23.8.1973, Indicating the exact text of the matter to which 
attention will be called, is enclosed. 



( P.K . PATNAIK) 
JOINT SECRETARY. 
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ffOT 2^.8.197^ 

CALLING ATTRITION 

3HRI SAMAR GUHA to call the attention of the 
Minister of External Affairs to the reported instructions 
issued to the Netaji Inquiry Commission by the Ministry of 
External Affairs not to seek any help from the Government 
or E*iy non-official organisation In Taiwan. 







A 












A 
r V 


MOST IMMEDIATE 




/ 





¥ > 


MINISTRY OP EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 
\ PARLIAMENT SECTION 

s 


The Hon. Speaker has admitted for tomorrow i.e. 23rd 

August, 1973, a Calling Attention Notice tabled hy Shri Samar 

Guha, on the following subjects 

"The reported instructions issued to the Netaji 
Inquiry Commission by the Ministry of External 
Affairs not to seek any help from the Govt*' or 
any non-official organisation in Taiwan. " 

JS(EA) has been requested to take necessary action 

in this regard. 

Submitted for information please. 



(B. Swaraj) 

Research Officer (Pari; 



Y TO; 

* to F.M 


♦* 


P.S. to Minister of State 

P.S» to Foreign Secretary 

P„S. to Secretary (EAST) 

J.S.(EA) 
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The Hm, Speaker has admitted for tomorrow l.e, 23rd 

August, 1975* a Calling Attention Notice tabled by Shrl usaar 

Quha # on tjie foil owing subjects 

n 2hQ reported Inatructioos iasued to the Netaji 
Inquiry Commlssioa by the Ministry of External 
Affairs not to aeek any help from the Sowt. car 
any non~offloial organisation in Taiwan . m 

JS(^A) has been requested to take necessary action 

in this regard. 

Submitted for inf Croatian please. 


. kr 

(-. Swaraj) 

Cfficcr(Parl) 


copy 20 t 

Pe^e 

i.s. tB uiniatar of 3 tat* 

J.S. to Fcclrn Secretary 
?:.s. tc L-eeratarvdasi!) 
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C AILING ATTENTION NOTICE TABLES) BY SHRI SAMAR QtTHA ON 
THE FOLLOWING SUBJECT* - 

"The reported instructions issued to the Net&ji 
Inquiry Commission by the Ministry of External 
Affairs not to seek ftny help from the Govt, or 
any non-official organisation in Taiwan." 

Statement to be made by Foreign Minister is 
placed below. The statement has been approved by F.M. 


A Note for Supplementaries is also attached. 




S‘TRI SVJARAJ . parliamentary assistant 

for cyclostyling and necessary action 


( V.V.Par&njpe) 
Joint Secretary 
22.8.1973 



A 


0* 














12L ?g>a.7 s 

'JAIL ATTENTION NOTICE OH N3T«JI 

BT THE . HffUjlON HIHI P M 

The Wetaji Enquiry Commission is an independent body 
which decides on its own procedures. When the ConmisaL on 
proposed to visit Taiwan, it sought Government's advice in 
the matter* The Government of India informed the Commission 
that it did not recognize Taiwan and, therefore, neither 
the Government nor the Judicial bodies appointed by it could 
enter into direct or formal contacts with Taiwan Adminis- 
tration* It was, therefore, natural thefc the Government 
should suggest to the Commission to avoid any formal 
approach to the Taiwan authorities and to make an independent 
enquiry on its own* 

normally, the Commission, during Its visits to foreign 
countries, had conducted Its enquiries with the assistance 
of the Indian diplomatic missions abroad. In the case of 
Taiwan, this avenue was not available and the Commission 
had necessarily to rely on informal arrangements and 
assistance of private parties; Shrl Sonar Ouha, we le&m, 
actively assisted the Commission* 

The Government h as not received any indication from 
the Commission that Government' s advice had, in any way, 
impeded its work of investigation in Taiwan. In fact, during 
Its 9 days* stay in Taiwan, the Commission visited all the 
places It wanted t « and examined all the witnesses who came 
tod offer evidenegdn eluding those produced by Shrl Samar Guha. 
According to our information, the Commission is satisfied 
with Its work in Taiwan* 
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Note for supplement arlrs 


In 1971 the Netaji InqMry Commission which was set 
up by the Government to Inquire Into the disappearance of 
Netcjl Subhash Chandra Bose approached the Government m£ 
for facilities to visit some foreign countries In order 
to carry out its assigned task* Taiwan was Included In 
the list of places to be visited. The Government 
considered this and some informal enquiries were made* 


however, as stated In the I#ok Sebha on the 10th May, 1972 


L 


by Shrl K.C • Pant, Minister of State for Home Affairs, 
certain difficulties arose over the Taiwan visit* The 
Taiwan authorities wanted a formal request from the 
Government of India which could not be Issued since 
Indie has no diploma tic relations with Taiwan* 

2. Subsequently, in late May, 1972, 32 Members of 
Parliament addressed a memorandum to the Prime Minister 
in which it was stated tha^^r the Commission did not 
visit Taiwan it would not be able to reach positive 
conclusions* It was also pointed out that ev n In the 
absence of diplomatic relations, ways aid means should 
be devised for arranging the visit to Taiwan. 

3* In eerly June 1972 the Foreign Minister met some 
opposition leaders in Parliament and mentioned to them 
that apart from the difficulty arising because of the 
lack of diplomatic relations, the Taiwan authorities 
had also put forward the pre-condition that they would 

allow the Netaji Comraision to visit Taiwan only if ve 

/ 

gave an assurance on reciprocity for visits to Indie 
by Taiwanese* Obviously such an assurance could not 
be given. 
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4* Thereafter on the 23rd December, 1972, Shrl Samar 
Guhe wrote to the Prime Minister end made certain 






The Commission's 
' t to Taiwan^ 
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suggestions for an informal visit by the Commission to 
Taiwan. The matter was once again examined carefully 
and in response to the strong demand from various 
quarters, as also the desire to enable th 1 Commission 
to make a definitive inquiry Into the disappearance of 
Netaji Subhash Chandra Bose, it was decided that the 
visit to Taiwan could take place. However, since the 
Government did not recognise Taiwan aid had no official 
contacts with it, the Commission would have to use 
ordinary travel channels to arrange for visas, 
accommodation, etc. By announcing the dates of its 
visit end inviting people having a knowledge about the 
terns of the inquiry to tender evidence to the 
Commission , it was expected that the Commission would 
be able to discharge its functions. 

5. Accordingly, the Commission visited Taiwan for nine 

* 

days from the 10th to 18th July, 1972 after having 
arranged for its visas and other travel formalities in 
Hong Kong. The Commission was able to make all the 
arrangements in a very satisfactory manner and obtained 
the assistance of various non-offidils , including some 
overseas Indians. There was extensive coverage of the 
visit in the Taiwan Press and the Commission not only 

examined certain witnesses whose names and addresses 

* 

had been furnished earlier by 6hri Saner Ouha but also 
examined some witnesses who turned up on their own 
after learning of the Commission's visit to Taiwan. 
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The Commission held morning and afternoon sittings, 
Including a full day's session on a Sunday* Shrl Samar 
Guha, who had reached Taiwan a few days before the 
Commission, also held a press conference and assisted 
in the arrangements* 

6* We have learnt from Hr. Justice G*D* Khosla that 
he was highly satisfied with all the physical arrangements 
of the visit* At no stage did ha feel any constraints 
on him or that any att empt had been made by any agency 
whatsoever to "sabotage” the visit* He received full 
cooperation from the people of Taiwan* The authorities 
there also allowed the Commission to visit Taikoho- 
alrport which was the site of the 1945 sire rash. 

7* As the House will be aware, the Netaji Inquiry 
Commission has the fullest authority to gather evidence 
relating to the disappearance of Hstajl Subhash Chandra 

i 

Bose* At the same time this mandate necessarily does 
not extend to foreign countries and the Commission has 
no powers to demand evidence from outside India* In all 
foreign countries which the Commission hag vidited It 
has depended on the Indian Embassy concerned, to examine 
witnesses and gather other relevant evidence* In the 
case of Taiwan, since there was no Indian Mission 
available which could render this assistance, the 
Commission had to make its own arrangements* 

In a letter addressed by the Ministry of Home 
Affairs to theCommlsslon In March 1973 (Copy at Annexure I 
it was pointed out that the Ministry of External Affairs 
would not be able to arrange any facilities for the visit 
and the Commission would have to use ordinary travel 






>> 



Channels. The Commission was advised not to depend on 
any intermediary organisations for examining witnesses 
but rather to make its presence known in Taiwan :nd then 
examine such witnesses as were relevant to the case* 

The Commission was also cautioned not to have official 
contacts with Taiwanese larders or Government officials, 
particularly the Foreign Ministry. Wile such advice 
given to an independent Judicial body snoh as the TTetaJl 
Commission c&nnothe construed as "directives", it was 
entirely proper for the Gover ment to bring to the 
notice of the Commission points which would have a 
bearing on India* s relation? with foreign countries* In 
view of the fact that India does not recognise Taiwan. 

has full diplomatic relations with the People* s Bepublio 

# 

of China and has consistently held Taiwan to be a part 
of the PRC, it would ha^e been undesirable for the 
Commission to write directly to the Taiwan authorities. 
Exercising its own lndpendent Judgement the ffetaji 
Commission decided to accept the advice givn by the 
Government. 

As for xx the suggestion that the Commission might 
make its presence known In Taiwan and thereby attract 
witnesses rather than rely on anv intermediary organisation 
in faot the Commission issued letters to various individual 
in Taiwan in advance of its visit, on the b asis of a 
list supplied by Shrl Guha. Some of these witnesses 
turned up to give evidence while a few others did not* 
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In addition, there were witnesses who came up on their 
own after news about the ennuiry had been published in 
Taiwanese newspapers. Shri Guha reached Taiwan a few 
days in advance of the Commission and held a press 
conference and contacted various authorities In order 
to assist the Commission. Justice Khosla was also 
honoured at receptions given by the China-Indis-Burma- 

Sri Lanka Cultural and Economic Association and by the 

/ 

Taiwan Bar Council. It is thus evident that the 
Commission did not encounter any lack of cooperation 
from the people of Taiwan and it felt no inhibitions 
or restrictions in Its inquiries. 

Shri Guha suggested to the Commission that it should 
extend its s ay in Taiwan but because there was no 
firm indication of the types of witnesses or the evidence 
uhlch might be produced If the Commission's visit s were 
prolonged, the Commission decided to stick to Its original 
schedule of a nine-day stay in Taiwan. Here were no 
directives from the Government in this regard. 

According to Justice Khosla the people of Taiwan 
gave him the fullest cooperation. He was also assisted , 
on an Informal basis , by various authorities . We have 
learnt that while conducting its sittings in Taiwan, the 
Commission did not feel that its activities had been 
circumscribed or inhibited through any Government 
directives. Justice $hosla also said privately that 
the visit was fruitful. 


MIHIB THY OF KTSRIAL AFFAIRS 
( BA DIVISIOH ) 


■ The main charges which Shri Samar Guha has raised 
against the Government concerning the Neteji Commission’s 
visit to Taiwan are listed below together with our replies 
to the points* 


iUmttML 

1) The Government Issued a 
secret directive to the 
Commission prohibiting 
it from writing to the 
Taiwan Government and 
its Foreign Ministry* 

The Taipeh Government 
did not want a formal 
letter from the Govemme t 
of India but wanted th*t 
the Commission should 
write to the East Asia 
Department of their 
Government seeking 
cooperation • The 
Commission refused to 
write this letter* 



Jfraly 

1) In a letter issued in March, 1973 
after consulting tills Ministry, 

MBA suggested to the Commission that 
care should be taken no-t to do 
anything which would lead to their 
visit being interpreted as involving 
official dealings with the Taiwan 
Government and to avoid offlilal 
contacts with Taiwan Government 
officials, particularly the Foreign 
Ministry or Other prominent leaders* 
This advice was entirely consistent 
with the fact that ve have no 
diplomatic relations with Taiwan* 

The Commissi on fully agreed with the 
advice • 

Even without an official 
communication from the Commission, 
the Taiwan authorities arm'-tted the 
Commission to visit the Talhoku 
airport which is a high security 
area* The Commission also visited 
the crematorium where ttetsji Is 
believed to have been cremeted* 





2 ) 


The Government prohibited 
the Commission from 
addressing any letter to 
any non-offlclal associa- 
tion In Taiwan seeking 
their cooperation. 


\ 


2) When Shri Samar Quha wro*e to P.M, 

In December, 1>72 suggesting alternate 
Informal methods for the Commission’s 
visit to Taiwan, he indicated that 
a non-offlclal body such as the 
Civic Association, the Buddhist 
Association or the Chlna-India 
Friendship Association warn* could be 
asked to act as host to the 
Commission* After full consideration, 
we decided that the Commission should 
make its own travel arrangements and 
not depend on any intermediary 
organize ti on. We also suggested 
to the Commissi n that "it msy not 
be desirable to de end oh any 
intermediary organization for the 
examination of witnesses * tt Instead, 
it wold be better for the Commission 
to announce the dates of their 
visit to Taiwan and invite those 
having Information to tender 
evidence before it. The results 
of the Commission 1 * visit show 
that witnesses who were contacted 
earlier as also others who heard 

• # 2 


3) The Commission vu 
requested to extend its 
sitting for a few days 
so that some more 
material could be found 
and important personnel 
could be located but 
the Commission refused 
to do so due to the 
"strict directive" given 
to it. 


4) The Taivan authorities 
werg&nnoyed because the 
Secretary of the Commi- 
ssion addressed a latte 
to the "Foreign office, 
Govt .of Formosa, Tai van# " 


of the Commission's enqIUry came 
forward on their own to tender 
evidence. 

We had not prevented the Commission 
from meeting private parties or 
non-of ficial organisations in Taiwan. 

In fact, the Commission was given 
full cooperation by the people of 
Taiwan and reception* were held in 
honour of Justice Khosla by the 
China-Indla Agsodatlon as also the 
Bar Association of Taiwan. 

3) Ther wa s no directive from the 
Government obliging the Commission 
to restrict its visit# According 
to our information# Justine Khosla 
did not accept Shri Samar Gnha’s 
request for an extension because 
Siri Ouha was unable to confirm 
that any material witnesses would 
be located or even to indicate the 
type of evidence which mlghfcbecome 
available# It was theCommisdon 1 s 
own decision that it should stick 
to its originally scheduled 9-day 
stay in Taitan# 

4) In advance of the Taiwan visit, 

Shri G'lha gave t he Commission a 
list of potential witnesses# At his 
suggestlonV the C^mission wrote 

to them but- since the addresses 
of #few were not available, 
ahrt.Q'^'s ,W^aaUo a» the^e 
letters were addressed to these 
individuals by name, care of the 
Foreign Office, Government of 
Formosa, Taivan. The Secretary 
of the c^Tniclssion also discussed 
this with the Under Secretary (Japan) 
in the MBA and he too did not suggest 
any different mode of address. 

3f5c In the absence of diplomatic 
recognition, this was as good a 
meaner addressing a letter as any 
other s ? nee, obviously, the 
Comnissionfcould not have written 
to the Republic of China", which 
is the formal title preferred by 
the Tai an authorises. The Taiwan 
authorities did not refuse to 
aficept these letters. Moreover, 
according to the Chalmm of the 
Commission, he did no tx receive 
any direct or indirect protest or 
expression of displeasure from any 
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5) The People and Govenment 
of Taiwan showed an 
attitude of extreme good* 
will * friendship and 
cordiality to India and 
did not raise any 
political issues. However, 
the Commission was 
frustrated by KEA's 
directive which curbed 
its Initiative and 
freedom* 


Taiwanese and Shri Guha mentioned 
this only on one occasion to the 
Secretary of the Commission in 
Taiwan. 

6) According to Justice Khosla, the 
people of Tai ’an fully cooperated 
with the ^nqui ry a s did the 
au thorites who were informally 
approached for facilities such as 
the visit to Talho'ku airport. The 
Commission also received its visas 
in Hong Kong without any difficulty 
and these ware given gratis . The 
Cmmntesion held full days* sittings 
throughout its visit, including 
Sundays. 






STATEMENT BY THE MINISTER OF EXTERN AJj AFFAIRS 

IN LOIC SABHA ON AUGUST 23. 1973 REGARDING THE 

REPORTED INSTRUCTIONS ISSUED 10 THE NETAJI 

llJQFlftY coi^IssiOn.nM 1 T6 SEEK AilY NElp EEOM 

THE GOVERNMENT OR ANY NON-OPEICIAL ORGAN!- 

5 AT I ON INlTAIWlN. 


The Netaji Enquiry Commission is an independent 
tody which decides on its own procedures. When the 
Commission proposed to visit Taiwan, „.it sought Government’s 
advice in the matter. The Government of India informed the 
Commission that it did not recognize Taiwan and, therefore, 
neither the Government nor the judicial bodies appointed by 
it could enter into direct or formal contacts with Taiwan 
Administration. It was, therefore, natural that the 
Government should suggest to the Commission to avoid any 
formal approach to the Taiwan authorities and to make an 
independent enquiry on its own, 

Normally, the Commission, during its visits to 
foreign countries, had conducted its enquiries with 
the assistance of the Indian diplomatic missions abroad. 

In the case of Taiwan, this avenue was nut available and 
the Commission had necessarily to rely on informal 
arrangements and assistance of nrivate parties; Shri 
Samar Guha, we learn, actively assisted the Commission. 

The Government has not received any indication 
from the Commission that Government's advice had^ in any 
way, impeded its work of investigation in Taiwan, In 
fact, during its 9 days 1 stay in Taiwan, the Commission 
visited all the places it wanted to and examined all 
the witnesses who came to offer evidence including 
those produced by Shri Smar Guha. According to our 
information, the Commission is satisfied with its work 
in Taiwan. 
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CALLING ATTENTION 


Reported instructions issued to 

the "Ne'taji Inquiry Commission by the 
Government no t 1c* seek any help from 
the Government or any non-official 


organisations in Taiwan. 


Mr Speaker* Hr Samar Guha* 

Shri Indrajit Gupta (Alipore): It is Mr Samar Guha’ s 
day to -clay. 

Mr Speaker: Yes, it is his day. 

Prof Samar Guha. 

Shri Samar Guha ( c ontai): Sir, I call the attention of 
the Minister of External Affairs to the following 
matter of urgent public importance and I request that 
he may make a statement thereon:- 


* 


t; The reported instructions issued to 

the Netaji Inquiry Commission by the Ministry 


of External Affairs not to seek any help 
from the Government or any non-official 
organisation in Taiwan. u 


Oo 
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°hri Samar Guhs: During my eleven days 1 stay at Tgipeh 

on , an effort to ■ investigate into 

the issue of disap pea ranee of Netaji at Taipeh, 1 found 

. * 

no positive proof wha tso ev er of Netaj i 1 s rep o rte d dea t h 
in the alleged plane crash at Taipeh. From all the 
av a i table f a c ts , info rma tio n , re co rd s a nd do cum en ts t ha t 
we could set hold of, I have come back with the conviction 
that Meta ji did not die in the alleged plane crash at 
Taipeh-. 1 met the Prime Minister and have indicated my 
views and the reasons for that, to her. 


(Cd. by 0) 
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23-8-73/Uneorrected-^ot for *ubli cation 

3hri Samar Guha-cd 


If the Minister of External Aik airs dffid not issue any instruc- 

'r 

tion to’ the Notaji Enquiry Commission and allowed it a free hand 
to investigate as it liked in Taiwan perhaps the Hotaji mystery 
would have been finally resolved, wherever I went they askod^e 


one question. They asked me, why have you come to Taipeh after 
2y years? They told about this, whenever there is any incident, 
at any place, the first task of any committee, any commission, 
any Government, would be to see that they first tfisit the place 
of the occurrence of that event. When they asked me that ques- 
tion, vhy have you come after 27 years, I knew the answer, tile 
political answer of it, but I did not toll that answer in that 
country, because, I did not want to discuss our internal issues 

ir. a foreign country. Just a few minutes back I have got along 

s "% ) a. 

reply, a letter from him, because, I wrote a long letter to the 
Prime Minister. The Prime Minister directed that letter to the 
External Affairs Minister, and I received uhis long letter from 
him, '.'/her* I a sin d the Prime Minister why this instruction was 
given, she expressed her surprise. She told me, 1 don't know 
anything, why they have done so, I don't know. There is no ques- 
tion which is more paramount than the question of doing every- 
thing possible to onquir - into the issue of the disappearance of 
Kotaji at Taipeh. For any country no question can be more para- 
mount, more important, than to Imow what happened to one of our. 
most beloved, one of our dearest leaders of the nation. The 
Minister was very kind in his reply no mo. I quote from his 
letter to me. He says: 


/ >-o 1 / £ 

2 3-8-73/Unco rre c ted- Wot for Publication 
( Shri Samar Guhe - ccl) 

"It was throughyour efforts and advice that the 
Commission was able to make a visit to Taiwan 

and hold its sittings there in a satisfactory 

manner. " 

Then the letter says: 

"It was at your initiative that a formula was 
worked out which would mako the visit 
possi’le on a private basis.” 

In that letter he has further said, I ouotc; 

"I understand that the question of obtaining evidence 
and witnesses was discussed with you extensively 
by Mr, Justice Khosla before the departure of the 
Commission for Taiwan." 

Then it says: 

.."He had stressed to you that the Commission was 
relying on you and your friends for help in 
gathering the available evidence," 


)j~ £ ^ A 
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Shri Sonar Guha-cd 

I want to make it very clear to you, Sir, that the Commission 

t 

did not sock any advice from me at all. It is a fact that they 
wanted some names and I save some names . Justice Khosla did not 
have even a syllable with $e, what to speak of discussion, Mt 
He did not have even a syllable with mo, about the modalities 
or the progi’amme of the Commission's visit to Taiwan, I want to 
make it clear that I did not take any other initiative except 
tli at I wanted the visit of the Commission to the place of the 
occurrence of the plane crash. The hon. Minister has used very 
kind words and very nice words, 1 have given my advice, my time, 
etc, etc. But I want to draw your attention to this matter, Sir, 

I sought the help of Dr, Karan Singh, 

(Cd by P) 
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('Jhri Samar Gull a ■ Cyet-d. ) 


Sir, I sought the help of Or .Karan Singh for ^hat aiving 

£& 

us the concessions to travel by Air India for throe 'ovsbn-s 
whey' aro acconn.anjaing us. That vas re fused , Sir, I Inv that 
'■wh/'reds of .such cone ssions were bain 11 given to the -'oo -lc 
vfo vrsre attending the international confer he s. I had 
to beg or borrow - not steal - Rs. £5,000 just to count .to this 
task which I undertook. 

I was also surprised, when I sent a telegram to my friend 

th re. - a Taiwan! Indian - who is the President of an Association, 
to know two or throe days aft r of my ar rival there when wo wore 
<• o - ng along with the Commission a t H-ng Kong, the Con ’’.ssipn noo io 

jK**" 

did not -.van re- cognise this man. They w-ro taking i rort*cvon 
t h c? ' rk s wo r o ass o ci at od with the Kho s la. C nni salon. I rent to 
th Khosla Commission to do a tittlo bit of rv r -ronavd'ery work 

fo" which I am thankful to the or ss and the ^oojblo the r . They 

made elaborate arrangements. And in 1 ala i s t ’'hr _ o to four columns 

i 'i 

u 1C V 

of their English and Chinese papers in Cavo'.n/ar'" a rod news 

at ntt our 1 o ado r , N o t a j i Sttbha sh Chan* r a ’w r, - F? t a i i In ry iry 

Cow ission. "'hoy covered th news in th. tir television about 

IT taji. There was a first c mfo'unci . I want to ■V > a ,t ’’■our kind 

ntion to what I said *n the m ss. X quota $ 

[ "This is tha reason wo are in Trip ell - not fir o' laical 

purposes but to discharge ;l 

I told them that this was not for any* p ili leal r.a-i'rs that we 

w ■■ : there but we wore thorn to discharge a c rt • in duty on behalf 
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( Ghri Bamar* Grtha - Coat i . ) 




of the to find out from all available son re >s o.s to 

wha J ‘ exactly has happened to bur beloved l-;-' r, ' T .)ta*i 
■Swbhr.s Chandra Bose. 

T fhcn I met th ir lender, they nev.-r ais :d di ^loraatic 

or political issue. They did not oven ask th: Commission to 

writ, to th; ir Gov undent. T .*Ihon I pointed not to than ihrt 

it was for holding the court proceedings in a foreign country. 

and so whether nrmission from their Gov jr nt wr’V. bo r- c-s- 

s: ry. I also did a little bit if wv d nty. T'-«erc was a ?.lttlo bit 

of t chnicality hero. The Commission shiuld write to the Foreign 

Do ■' rtnont of that country to seek their • :c ission to hold a 

c o' ’ rt -'re co ; dings there. I say they war.' ag r to giv all 

the necessary help to us. I said that the sinr 1c thing war Id 

bo this. I suggested to th..* Commissi on that -'a y night ’-rite a 

^ . it or to Government for holding the c o irt 'roccod ‘.n"s t'. re. 

But;, I was surprised to know that there was * retraction from 

the Government of India not to sock for -> :<r assto" 1 itb r directly 

or indirectly to hold th . court arocoodiigs fo r either from 

■*h( government or even seek the holm f r n 'a o non- > facial bodies 

t ho r o . I now quote what the hon. Minister awotc to no. He says* 

"....neither the Government of India can ont r ?,;nto 
direct or formal contacts any time -fth the Gov r" ant 
of Taiwan and its dop'-rtmonts 

hav : 

look at the words used - not to/contact a r tih net ohlv. off icial but 
also 

/with non-of fici-’l directly er indirectly , In the same 1 t*-or this is 
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'jTT- 


v -i 


s ay s; — 

"In the political cant xt mentioned yh>v . however, 
it yes natural that wo should suggest to the Con- 
nission not to lake any formal approach to th faiwan 
authoritie s and to make an indc pen lout ,nqu:: rv ;r ' th- ut 
•enlisting the formal cooperation of any : ff icial or 
non- of n ciaJA> ody there . " 

I c rt acted the authorities there . And X did .a lit lo hit of 
nv- thi - g . I canto to know that they wr not go 5 -g t"- res ’Ve 
a -l.aco in a hotel for holding the court ^roco .-dings th re. I told 
the 1 , that this was the issue for the Indian ooo ?o. he not stand 
it for this tochniality for getting the norma s si. or for the r have 
puro -ae. L t the Coraaission bo allowed to hole’ its court orococd- 
ingn th. re. But, we will not get any official comp. rati r- from 
her. Informally wo may g. t sano cooperation' fr jsono Men’' rs of 
Parti . ont . 


(Conti. ,hv 1) 


iV 
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Ba } u / ^ or/ 

1215 ( shri 3. mar &u ha — c ont d . ) 

In the Gam.: letter, the non. Minister has congratulated me 
on the fact that I had approached the Government there, 
the authorities thee -' end got noma help from them. 

T va nt to dr aw you r at t ent i o n to ano i h or pain t al go . 

They go id 'Do not contact', on 17th and again earlier on 
the 13 th au gu Gi , in r coly to too of my questions it was 
said that during those few months, 69 Indian slaps of 
both the public and private sectors woih at Taipeh. Direct! , 


0 u r Go v ornm . n t had c heir . -xpo r t -i rap or fe tr ad c v/i t h t he 
Government there, of trail sport equipment, ores., concentrates, 
mi c a , Gil icon etc. Our 1 officials of the Re ilw a y Jo a r d and 
our officials of the MMTC regularly visit that place. 

1 know something more but I do not want to disclose that 
:n the interest of the nation. Arc these not contacts? 

If a judicial bony contacted thorn indirectly, that would 
amoun :o contact, put whcjn our officials regularly 
vist the place, is that not contact? a q I have said, 

t know something mor - , bur I shall not disci os it 

he:, e. ' : hat kind of logic is this? It i; just ehc difference 

between Tw cel died urn and Twecdlcdce. 

The hon. Minister has admitted that it was just a 
suggestion. But what is that sug e scion? The secretary 
to the commission told me, and the Government counsel 
told me that tecy had a written suggestin' . I know that 
only to obviate certain lc_ al difficulties, the used 
the word 'suggestion*. But the written suggest ion is 
no tiling but a directive. They say tha they were the 





:> trf 


n o s' * 
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;-2 (Sliri 3omar C-uha — contd. ) 

creatures of fever nmeno, and as such they were bound by 

the government instructie no. Due I would like to point 

cut- chat a judicial tody may be a creature of the 

Government, but -*a soon as the creature is born, as a 

judicial bouy, it hat its own indepen dent apt horde y. 

T want co conclude by saying t, a: I was net satisfied 
Tvit h the work of the Commission. The commissio . acted 
like it passive inert body fc.her • . If I did not accompany 
•them, they would have come back < i cheat doing anything 
except p’erhupe doing a little bit of shopping there. 

The lion. Minister has said in hie letter that the work 
of the commission *-ac not hampered. I would like to- point 
cut how the work w s actually hampered. The commission did 
not take any initiative whatsoever. The commission did 
not Cake any initiative to vis..t any place. But 3ft was 
1 Who insisted with the help of my friends and Members 
of parliament, and in fact everything was done by me, 
and t forced the commission to w o co the different places. 

The moot important place to be visited was -the ru iway 
tiler;, it is an important aspect, and I am pointing 
this out in order to sho T -' why I am not satisfied and 
to show how the work was actually hampered. This ns 
very important. The picture of the runway did 
not a grcc with the, pictures that were given by Col. 

Habibur ro liman to the Japanese. 
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Balu , ... 

_3 ( sh ri 5 1 -m ar Cult a — co r, sc. . ) 

I bcsoechcd justic Kliosla to look at tli e topography of 

the hi.l surroundings.... I also said teas i-x. ho could 

write- to the Government of Tai on, tUoy "oulu Lave 

allowed the commission to take a photograph of ffac- 

f j J_ v . C G • 

Again, the meteorological report is to call y a gainst 
The plaice where the plane crass occur res - 3 suen onus 
it cannot occur t ere. 3o, the meteorological report 
:g to icily against tin- cr ash. It cannot -ccur ;.noidc that 

X ■ J i; ' ■ * # * * 

Mr speaker: -.111 the lion. Member please lib: -n t. re? 

Shri sner r Guha: I affl just pointing out hot the work was 
hampered. I am just earning to it.... 

Mr Speaker: It is not a question ; f hi scorning to xs or not. 

Lot him kindly listen to me. . . 
ghri samar Gulr : T shall take mly tvo or t ree minuses 
Mr speaker': These are matters tfhich rro under incuiry, 
and the commission o setting 1 already, -ono. ^ me 
com. ji scion is going to give -t f. endings. hy does 
the he -.Member no 1 -' ako i spcccu on those thing. - ? 

3hri yamar uuh : pic use allow me .This is an important same. 

I arked the meteorological officer there, and I 
requested the commission to take the report from aim. But 
the cotnmi:: sic: said that tb.ey could not . ak- any of fid 
report from the'-'. Therefore, no chart could be taken 
from them. 
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( .shri Samar Guha — conod,) 

I shall al‘- ■- give you tvo sensational document^:. 

Cno of them I got from an old file then. , /^loulicr 
o : matronal document Id the death' certificate of 
Ilctaji from the crcmatcriruffi. I beocechoa the cora- 
r.ii soion that. if they could write to the government 
c f -rai^aii, they could have the death fcrticiutce 
authenticated by the:... But the commission refuscu. 

I have got hero t..e photostat copy. After tr an emitting 
it c them, do you know ^nefc they ciiu wit a it? I 
vrould like to tell you, Sir, tno't tneso arc the ccrti±i- 
c . tee of a Japanese soldi 01 * and not of Ilchuji. . T ^ve 
greater proof can there be then tills that two British 
invest! facing office- s, Mr young and Kr './right who were 
sent by the British in 1946 said that is vac a master 
deception plat? I requested the commission to continue 
to stay there for mother three Jays. I tela them tnau 
I could got ten mch who could soscify that it wa. m 
September, 1944 tlir-t a plane era ah 1 occurred at that 
place. Mr loiing said that what was given cut was a 
oone-ot-oO. story. 


( coned, by R) 


Pi 
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On. :an cmo to r.u 


3hri Samar Guha - cd 

bring 

1 s id h- c;-vld£0 r 15 ’alaa 


b " t ■ gb" '■ . X r ou sho.d 3hri idir sla. * r_ as. c n in vie. 
I will bring ail a. then t tonify tha J - 'plane 

crash vccurrocl n.t in V?h5 out a y ?x -trlior in the t. 
pl cd. Such a vit,.l i-vidc-ic , , such a rr.atoro.al 
Particular, such an imp mans c. cu..i. ntar.v ,.~ct.nc 
c raid n ;t b' pi. c c. b. for tn- C. u-.oiss.. a. 

This o. h Gnlla.it 2 nd of il.ta.ji by Hnrir Shah 
which gxvntly _nxlu need Pandit Jo.wrharial IP Peru and 
/til ■ * s q ii \j. i * JLi. i ' o r hu pictures* • * 

Op ohcr : rl aso sit d un. icu vx cixscu-- s . h- 
c ndUct - f h> C...uu.S3X n vhxcr .r n.t p s--:-uol« 

under bb- iul s. 


1 ad r ? 




Shri ocvxar Guha: Jh ; h hap o mod t •• ur gr r. 

anything dm t find ut during all those 27 y'rrs? 
*•/ c uld .. ■- hold an and p nd oh inquiry. 1 -:v it 
tv a.:o ration,; v w : . it to post • rity tr find cut 
t h - 1 has h.-pp. o' ,.d. .1 owe. re v , t o cons ex -ic x 

“h. n tn a t_ fi.net uu.. » 

Hr. op.-h r: 'Jill y u pi as si: d wn? 

3hri Samar Guh..: I u uld 111. b; t_ v; fliarh./r h 


*■ vf ' -p 

-i'V >J X 


lot r th. t w s ■ .at ’ raid b publish d. I w uld 


\.v k ■? th y 

ars g lug t 

write t 

the 

r* *- ; 1 '4* ’a 

O - *■ *™ 

d ere. nte . 
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vis t h 
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irustra cl by this ias-oructi n. I/o ovs it to tho nation , 
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oliri Sajaar Quhn: I or V vst. I hev. 

This is adding insult t- injury. 

1-r. Speaker: Fl.es s..L- dim. 

Shri Suc.ivi* oiiigh: I d n t _.n v if h ha a ask'd • . anything. 

ho has u trd ir;Ji;:y 1* ft or. If h .. t'-c t- hov '■ it 

placed on record, th. b st thing T :s bo pine th vh l..> 


* Jp 


x it n ivc :>rd. I lav n ;■ bjtc : :ian. 

c 

^ on: -I 3o.rn.ar Guha: n : ill da it. 


Shri oivard- 1 - Singh: Th. iv- is n, -i-iie 


' \ re: 


• P! ft* 1 
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oliri owaran oin.yv -ccl 

from what 

I nave said _n ny reply. 

T ; sr Vi the time 

h .usu, I rir.di a briefer 

str oinent. 

I ihoug'-t that my 

*1 i I 

longer- J - 

a r would fr 

-f — ! c m 4 "m e* * 

il— - :a <-U 

id a, would not tr. 

th M us 

by eking rlX 

th. s/ cu 

e ions mrrr again. 

b. i.iar Guha; 

Tr j u ul . mg .. 

Musa? L: 

lc at tii attitude 

tho Mini 

■ Ti 

*,► * 



Gvnra ’ din;.;; 

: But I: ch s. 

th. f ' rum 

f the. I* : use and h 

made a she. 

J * :n lit. II ' hr 

s n-i- ask' d 

anything fr iin m . 

rh „ : f< r 

v ally -ir-rhiny 

T c T, i ’"i rl ^ ■ 

■L O . . i - U ti, u 

swor, but orobably 

wanted to 

unburden hi. .s. 

Of, Which h 

as dee . ' . 

3 Liar Guha: 

This Is unburdening hi. 

CMiscienco of the 


j^yo’ 


1 Vil . 


3 w ran 3 iiigh: 


Th-s t*. 'iw0i2.pt 


oh; 


jhri 


aun.p .11:-. th * disci, nco if 
tli nation ie , if I .* vy soy s , muck t o pret ntibus 
and this icsnur.': it, I suggest in all nu.rc.lr. y, be st 
oscli .‘t , T >d, :i tiiaii po st at - -f ouj .it-'-, o c ntciL wco 

of the iv avion \& c.nc ntratod in his. lips r in his 
brain . All , f us \\v th high s ; ' psp ejc ~ Tor 
I< . • • 

Samar Guh - ; f.,r slD. this,. 27 7 -^ w.-~t did you do? Did 
y u co?. 1 ' to hold an kiquiry? Did you car-*' to visit 
th, all.ig.-d olr.cio f ..ccurreuce. 

dwamn Singh: b can discuss c j things in the Cnr'ral 

hero 

Mr 11 or Xiobbi s b causa I vhink it is bet/' r ./hat/wo confk 
ur solves r -..levant material. As h has n*t askrd ino 

. - t i -c j - j_ ; . i cannit answer any. 

fd. by 3 


S 1 /Kri shn o 
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nc r? 


^ Shri Somor Guho: Is the Gov- rnmeiit go in;, to the text of 

t ■ e s ug,4 e stion n t he Ta'-le of the Hon e, the s ugge s ti o h 
issued to the iTetaji Sjacjuiry Jommi ssiouV 




Shri S war an Singh: Jo, Sir; we have 20 intention. 

Shri Sam or Guha ; H 0 w cun he soy that ha has no such intention? 

Cf t^STtV TT^Th : ?ttt c .Tv-TT T ^ V I •TT i *T =% 

'■«rT ~ T cTT^T t ■ rTT TT f^sT « ! TUT 1'n T fy *;« UtTPTT 

■ rff^T ^ Hi ‘ V TT T ^ f hr.VfTiV ■far * 3rT*T?f I 

ft TRTt TT % IT TT fTUUTe T* ^ 7 


^ Shri Samar Guha: It is not a suggestion; it is actually a 

directive. I seek your rotection ; Mr. Sneaker. It is up to 
you to ask them to place it on the Table of the House. 


w. 


4 
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Shri Swaron Singh: I hove already mentioned in my statement and 
I hove also communicated it to the hoc. Msmbfer in the letter 
the substance of what was suggested to the Commission. 

It is not customary that the entire correspondence is made 
public; it is not done. . . . {interruptions J . 

Mr. Speaker: Let thsr' fee no debate oa this now. 


/ 



: "c 1FT‘- : ‘rrrrr tft^z *: Tvt " sfr-nrcr V i t rr 

\ * . 

| in vfcT. vf L IT gp?tT To 
: * * 


*""* Te T ? 


A 

A 

Shri Shyamnandon Mshrc: On a point of order. There may not be v ry 
-precise questions clearly osed by the h.n. Member, but there 
are certain issues which require clari icotion and chat 
clarification depends upon the corres ondence which the 
hoe. Minister is withholding from us. unless we see that 
we cannot say whether those issues have bean clarified or not, 

Mr. Speaker: He has raid that the substance had been given in the 


t ’Cy X" . 

^rfr frrVPt : * ts t* * % i srr: 

'ft V* i f~fci fr.bf ^ V*: i ~r y rt s : 


'-.I v.,15 
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r zz$ t^rft tpytti 


'It was therefore n. turd that the Government should 
surest to -the Commission to avoid any formal 
a roach to the Taiwan authorities to make 
an independent c sq.ui.i-y on it down.." 

rT v-^ :: ^r.TT WG* HT % I \T7TT % TP urT £* ft.T G 
7^ ‘Pa’ 77 “ % ? TST vT5~ r T r 7C 7^ 7 d 77 Vyd fr® TX 
J€ ITT TTg, I.fi rrrff 77 fT ITT TTfT 
%i wre tc ;tt 7 7?r I i 


Shri Shy a muon dan Mishro; nn enquiry id he Id in response to a 
■ Ublic demand . Che ublic would -demand wht cor rs e on (fence 
is coning in tbs v; a; • oyhn objr c ti v n/ n qui ry ? 

GG 7-: ";crr: : -:t* ^tt i ttst ttcg gY 7 T'c,t i 


Shri Sworan Singh: ?Iy submission is very single one. It is the 
attitude or the Gover Jinent. i«e do n 5 1 re c o ■ r i sc the Government 
of Taiu on . t s hove f rom the be in i n 0 -eco ;„ii sc d the * a Is 1 s 

r -- m 1 1 

„t iie iiblic of ‘-urine and we have always; rvc lisoc! Taiwan territory 

as r.ort of the re ogle 1 s item ublic of 0 hino . . . ( late rru- tion s ) 

That is the main question. “*9 cause we did not roco- :n i se T • iw a n 

we suggested to the Commission that if you want to go there, 
Government does not recognise any .rover im 7 : real authority in’ 
Toiwon. 


(Cd by TJ 
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(Shri Swaran Singh - contd) 

Therefore, it was nur suggestion that just Government 

dees not approach the Government of Taiwan because wo do 

not recognise them, therefore a body created by Government, 

a judicial body, also should avoid dealing with them in an 

all 

official manner. This is/that is contained there. I have 
mentioned it already. It is a question of substance and 
no t o f words,... ( interruptions ^ 

ftiwTfr ^-R¥rr *. TT*id>T situ TtpT 

%, 4fr w =i#fi 4ft f^rr ^ 
vT^T ft feu 'TI ?T «H»f< ufc? 
t^iT % to ^ t;ci i oT s S-^Vc o Htff 
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Rule, 

Mr Speakers The/practice and convention that wo have observed 

up to this time is that Government correspondence, if the 

Minister does not want it, is not laid on the Table. He 

can quote a part of it or give a summary. It is already 

accepted in this House. There are a number of cases on 

it. The House has been following it. Suppose tomorrow 

he makes a reference out of a certain document and you 

demand "please lay the whole file on the Table", it will 

and against the rule. 

be a very bod practice/ Ha says that he has given the 
relevant part, Rule 36S says; 


£& * 
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(Mr Speaker - contd) 




"If a Minister quotes in the House a 
despatch or ether State paper which has not 
been pr sented to the House, he shall lay 
the relevant paper on the Table; 


A 


3C 


Provided further that where a Minister gives' 
in his own words a summary or gist of such 
despatch or State paper it shall not be 
necessary to lay the relevant papers on the 
Table." 

An hon. Member: It is not a summary. 

Mr Speaker: He has given a summary or gist. The rule is very 
cl & ar on the point ( interruptions ^ 

Shri 3 M Banerjee: Sir, I rise on a point of order. When this 
particular Calling Attention Notice was admitted by you 
in your wisdom, we expected that seme information about 
the enquiry, some documents, will be placed before us. 

The hon. Member, Shri Samar Guha, read certain documents 
to prove that his visit to that particular area in Taiwan 
has clearly proved to him that the accident did not take 
place there. In support of that he has read out certain 
documents and made some statements. The Minister has made 
a reply to that without giving us any documents. 

Sir, you will remember that on an earlier occasion 
Sardar Iqbal Singh, a member of this House, moved a 
Resolution in this House that the ashes of Netaji should 
be brought here. The late lamented Pandit Jpwaharlal Nehru 
said that there is some controversy on this subject and 
so that resolution was dropped, because this was a very 
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Shri Shyamnandan Mishras The hon. Minister has been pleased 

to say that we do not officially recognise Taiwan. That is, 
in fact, the position. But, in spite of that, what has been 

9 * " * 7 m v- 

happening is that we have been carrying on trade merrily with 
Taiwan. During the c urse of the last one and a half years 
69 of uur ships have called at Taiwan. Per s -me of our 
conferences the ropres .ntati ves of Taiwan have been invited. 
In spite of all this, why does not the l&ovemment think it 
necessary, evai for the purpose of such an inquiry, to have 
some kind of contact with Taiwan when they are already having 
some contact with Taiwan? 

* i 

Mr Speakers There is no point of order in it. 

^ Shri Shyamnandan Mishras You are taking it lightly. Please do 
not laugh it away. It is a serious matter which has to be 
considered. 

Mr Speakers Where is the point of order? 

Shri Shyamnandan Mishras You go on speaking simultaneously w hile 
I am on my legs. 

Mr Speaker; It does not mean that I should not argue with you. 

Shri Shyamnandan Mishras A unique kind of relationship is existing 
between you and me. 

My submission is that this State has been carrying on 
some kind of activities with Taiwan. So, why is this 
State net also allowing the- Commission to have some contacts 
with the Taiwan Government for the purpose of an inquiry of 
this kind? 
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Mr Speaker; This is a question which you are addressing to the 
Minister. 

Shri Shyamnandan Mishra; Sir, may I.... 



Is this a question addressed to the Minister or to the Speaker? 

Shri Shyamnandan Mishra: Speaker. 

Mr Speakers A point : f order can be about the interpretation of 
the Rules of Procedure. What you have Said just now has 
nothing to do with the interpretation of rules. It is just a 
•question you are addressing tc the Minister. I would request 
Shri Mishra not to get into an argument with the Chair. This 
has become a habit with him. 

Shri Shyamnandan Mishras The Chair does not want to give a ruling. 



Mr Speaker; I do not appreciate this at all. You are a very senior 
member. I did not expect it from you. 



"Provided further that where a Mini star 
gives in his own words a summary or gist 
of such despatch or State paper it shall 
not be necessary to lay the relevant 
papers on the Table." 
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' ' "It was, therefore, natural that the Government 

should suggest to the Commission to avoid any 
formal approach to the Taiwan authorities and 
to make an independent enquiry on its own." 

m f^rfq ^rtwr f tv ^ ^fr 

%| sH" TTOT ^ sm W* ^ TO sftr Tv ^’PT 


C aTXT ^TfT ) 








CJ 

W-l 

12.40 


23.3.73 / Uncorroct cd 


- Not for lublication 


rff tm f 

o 



/ 5 0^7 


wn %n w it xtt sith ^ nfr oft 


4? iV$-\ V .TVri 5iTi i ' ; i PbV 1 

Shri Dinen Bhattacharyya: 1 want to make a submission.... 

Mr. Speakers I appreciate it. You are not on a point of order 


#■ 


but on a point of submission. 

Shri Dinen Dhattach-.ryyai This is a sentimental question.- 

This question is coning up in the House and outside again and 
again. Now, you h~ve admitted this C lling it* ention Notice 
and the Minister cones half-hearted before the House. 

He keeps something in his pocket and places something before 
the Huuse. That will create a worse confusion. Therefore, 
my appeal to the minister and the rriue Minister is that 
let them make it clear, nee and for all? what was the 



Mr. Speaker: The rule is vary clear. The Minister c_n give a 


summary. If you think, he did not give a summary, I will 


see the relevant letter from the Minister. If I find it is 
not a summary, I will tell the House. 


papers to be laid. 
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H. Vasudevan, 
Deputy Secretary 
Tele: 373606 
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 

INISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 
New Delhi-110001 


D.O. No .24/6/71-Pol .II 


23rd August i 1973 


My dear Rana» 


Reference our telephonic 
conversation* I am sending herewith 
a copy of the letter dated lbth March, 
1973, addressed to the Chairman, 

Netaji Inquiry Commission by Shri T*C*A. 
Srinivasavaradan. 


Yours sincerely, 

( R. Vasudevan**) 


Shri K*K*3» Rana, 

Director , 

Ministry of External Affairs, 
New Delhi * 
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D.O.No .24/6/71 -Poll. II . 


T.C.A. SRINIVJ5SAVAHADAN 
Joint 3-ecretary. 


New Delhi!, 
15.3.1973. 
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Dear Shri Khosla, 


/ 
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I an desired to enclose a copy of a letter dated 
23rd December, 1072, addressed to the Prine Minister by 3 hri 
Samar Guha, M.P. Shri Samar Guha has inter alia made some 
suggestions regarding the visit of the Netaji Innuiry Commission 
to Taiwan. 

2. Yon are aware of the views of the Government of India 
in the matter. At an earlier stage, onr T !igh Commissioner in 
Hongkong was given to understand that the Taiwan Government was 
not willing to extend any facilities to the Commission unless the 
•Government of India made an official request to that effect, which 

^ was not possible since the Government of India has not recognised 
Taiwan. Thus, though the Government of India were not opposed in 
principle to che visit of the Commission to Taiwan, arrangements 
for such a visit at governmental level could not be made because 
of the attitude of the Taiwan Government. 

3. It will now be for the Commission to take a decision 
on the suggestions made in 3'hri Samar Guha's letter. The 
Commission may proceed to Taiwan if it is felt that the its 
inquiry will not be complete without such a visit. The expenses 
of the Commission would, as in the case of the Commission's visit 
to other foreign countries, be borne by the Government of India. 
However , since the Government of India do not recognise Taiwan, 
and there arc no of-'icial contacts with them, it would not be 
possible for the Government of India to arrange for any facilities 
for tiie Commission with, the Taiwan authorities. The Commission, 
therefore, will have to use ordinary travel channels to arrange for 
visas, accommodation etc., in Taiwan . The Co amission may not wish 
,to use other channels directly for arranging such facilities. 


*4. If the Commission decides to visit Taiwan, it may like 

to announce dates etc., of their visit, invite persons having 
knowledge about the terms of inquiry of the Commission to tender 
evidence and examine any of then who, in the opinion of the 
Commission, may be relevant witnesses. I am desired to sugges t 
that it may not be desirable for the Commission to" depend on any 
intermediary organisations for the examination of witnesses in 
Taiwan* 

5. I am also desired to suggest to the Commission that all 

possible care should be taken not to do anything which might lead 
their visit to be interpreted as involving official dealings with the 
Taiwan Government and to avoid official contacts with the Taiwanese 

^Govern^ent Officials , particularly in the Foreign Office, or other 
prorainent leaders. Yours sincerely, 

Sd/-(T.C.A.Srinivasavaradan) 

■Shri Justice G.D. Khosla, 

Chairman, Netaji Inquiry Commission, 

New Delhi. 
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STATEMENT BY THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 

IN'LCK SABHA ON AUGUST 23- 1973 REGARDING THE 

REP QRTED INSTRUCTIONS ISSUED TO THE NETAJI 

INQUIRY CtMTs~S I OCT . POTTO SEEK ANY HELP FROM 

THE - G CYERN f.'IENT OR AH NGN-7)EEICIAL QRGANI- 

SAT I ON IN TAIWAN. 





The Netaji Enquiry Commission is an independent 
body which decides on its own procedures. VThen the 
Commission proposed to visit Taiwan, it sought Government's 
advice in the matter. The Government of India Informed the 
Commission that it did not recognize Taiwan and, therefore, 
neither the Government nor the judicial bodies appointed by 
it could enter into direct or formal contacts with Taiwan 
Administration. It was, therefore, natural that the 
Government should suggest to tne Commission to avoid ary 
formal approach to the Taiwan authorities and to make an 
independent enquiry on its own, 

Normally, the Commission, during its visits to 
foreign countries, had conducted its enquiries with 
the assistance of the Indian diplomatic missions abroad. 

In the case of Taiwan, this avenue was not available and 
the Commission had necessarily to rely on informal 
arrangements and assistance of urivate parties; Shri 
Samar Guha, we learn, actively assisted the Commission. 

The Government has not received any indication 
from the Commission that Government's advice had, in any 
way, impeded its work of investigation in Taiwa$\. In 
fact, during its 9 days' stay in Taiwan, the Commission 
visited all the places it wanted to and examined all 
the witnesses who came to offer evidence including 
those produced by Shri Smar Guha, According to our 
information, the Commission is satisfied with its work 
in Taiwan. 
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(Table Office) 
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Suggestions made by the Government to the 
Netaji Inquiry Commission, 


A copy of a letter of date (28.8.73) from Shri Samar 
Guha M.P. to the Speaker, Lok Sabha is enclosed. 


2. Relevant extracts of Lok Sabha Debates dated the 23rd 

J 

August, 1973 are also enclosed. 
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' * SAMAR GUHA 27, Sough Avenue, 

MEMBER OF PARLIAMENT New Delhi-11, 

(LOK SABHA) 

August 28, 1973. 




The Hon'ble Speaker, 

Lok Sabha, 

New Delhi. 

Hon'ble Sir, 

In connection with the debate on Calling Attention 

Motion regarding External Affair^ Ministry's 'suggestions' 
to -the-Netajip Inquiry Commission, you observed that the 
Minister of External Affairs will be asked to submit to you 
the text of the 'suggestions' that were made to the Netaji 
Inquiry Commission and you will decide whether a faithful 
sunn, ary of the text was present by the Hon’ble Minister of 
External Affairs to the House. 

I shall be much obliged to know whether you had gone through the 
text of the 'suggestions' as stated above and if so, your 
decision regarding the matter. 

With thanks, 

Yours sincerely, 

' Sd/- 

( Samar Guha) 

365 
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Shri Dinen Bhattacharyya: 1 want to make a submission.... 

Mr. Speaker; I appreciate it. You are not on a point of order 

* 

but on a point of submission. 


Shri Dinen Bhattach- ryya: This is a sentimental question. 

This question is coning up in the H:>use and outside again and 
a rain. Now, you have admitted this Calling it Mention Notice 
and the Minister comes half-hearted before the House. 

He keeps something In his pocket and places something before 
the House. That will create a worse confusion. Therefore, 
my appeal to the Minister and the prime Minister is that 
let them make it clear, nee and for all, what was the 
suggestion to the C ;mmis si :>n» 




Mr. Speaker; The rule is very clear. The Minister c_n rive a 


summary. If you think, he did not give a summary, I will 


see the relevant letter from the Minister, If I find it is 


not a summary, I will tell the House, 
putpers to be laid. 
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•■•• "it was, therefore, natural that the Government 
should suggest to the Commission to avoid any 
formal approach to the 'Taiwan authorities and 
to make an Independent enquiry on its own .' 1 ^ 
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v Mr Speakers This is a question which you are addressing to the 
Minister. 

Stm Shyamnandan Mishras Sir, may I.... 

Mr Speaker; Please sit down. Do not lose ycur temper all the time. 

Is this a question addressed to the Minister or to the Speaker? 

Shri Shyamnandan Mishra: Speaker. 

Mr Speakers A point of order can be about the interpretation of 
the Rules of Procedure. What you have said just now has 
nothing to do with the interpretation of rules. It is just a 
■question you are addressing tc the Minister. I would request 
Shri Mishra not to get into an argument with the Chair. This 
has become a habit with him. 

^ Shri Shyamnandan Mishra; The Chair does not want to give a ruling. 

Mr Speaker; I do not appreciate this at all. You are a very senior 
member. I did not expect it from you. 

ug : eps^r utt 3*r Ii situ 368 


"Provided further that where a Minister 
gives in his own words a summary or gist 
of such despatch or State paper it shall 
not be necessary to lay the relevant 
papers on the Table." 
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Shri Shyamnandan Mishras The hon. Minister has been pleased 


to say that we do not officially recognise Taiwan, That is, 
in fact, the position. But, in spite pf that, what has been 


happening is that we have been carrying on trade merrily with* 


Taiwan. During the c urse if the last one and a half years 
69 of iur ships have called at Taiwan. For s -me of our 
conferences the representatives of Taiwan have been invited. 
In spite of all this, why dees not the Government think it 
necessary, even for the purpose of such an inquiry, to have 
some kind of 1 contact with Taiwan when they- are already having 
s >me contact with Taiwan? 

Mr Speakers There is no point of order in it. 

Shri Shyamnandan Mishra; You are taking it lightly. Please do 
not laugh it away. It is e serious matter which has to be 
considered. 

Mr Speakers Where is the point of order? 

Shri Shyamnandan Mishras You go on speaking simultaneously while 
I am on my legs. 

Mr Speaker: It does not mean that I should net argue with you. 

Shri Shyamnandan Mishras A unique kind of relationship is existing 
between you and me. 


My submission is that this State has been carrying on 
some kind of activities with Taiwan. So, why is this 



State not also allowing the Commission to have some contacts 
with the Taiwan Government for the purpose of an inquiry of 
this kind? 


DR 
T 3 


. N 



23-8-73/tfnccrreeted-No t for Publication 


1 2 0 (>S 


(Shri S m Banerjee - c^ntd) 

delicate subject. It is true that under rule 3S8 the 
Minister can give a summary. He is ai titled to do so. 

But in this particular case I want a ruling whether in a 
particular matter, which is agitating crores of people 
in this country, whether y u consider it adequate that 
a summary of a document is given. It is s raething strange 
that there is hush hush about it. 


Shri. S^aran Singh: So far as documents are concerned, that is 

a matter for the commission. If there is any evidence, 

oral or documentary, nothing p rev aits any party,' not even 

Shri Samar Guha, from going to the Commission and presenting 

those documents to the Commission. I cannot arrogate to 

in 

myself the function cf the Commission and I cannot pronounce 
my own opinion about the admissibility of any document 
or what value should be attached to any document. It is 
for the Commission to decide. 


(followed by U) 
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"If a Minister quotes in the House a 
despatch or other State paper which has not 
been pr sented to the House, he shall lay 
the relevant paper on the Table; 


Provided further that where a Minister gives 
in his own words a summary or gist of such 
despatch or State paper it shall not be 
necessary to lay the relevant papers on the 
Table." 

An hon. Member: It is not a summary. 

Mr Speaker: He has given a summary or gist. The rule is very 

clear on the point ( interruotir ns ) 

Shri 3 M Banerjeej Sir, I rise on a point of order. When this 
particular Calling Attention Notice was admitted by you 
in your wisdom, we expected that seme information about j 

ft 

the enquiry, Some documents will be placed before us. 

The hon. Member, 3hri Samar Guha, read certain documents 
to prove that his visit to that particular area in Taiwan, 
has clearly proved to him that the accident did not take 
place there. In support of that he has read out certain 
documents and made some statements. The Minister has made 
a reply to that without giving us any documents. 

Sir, you will remember that on an earlier occasion 
Sardar Iqbal Singh, a member of this House, moved a 
Resolution in this House that the ashes of Netaji should 

‘.A r* 

be brought here. The late lamented Pandit Jawaha rial Nehru 
said that there is some controversy on this subject and 
so that resolution was dropped, because this was a very 
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(Stiri 3wcran Singh - contd) 

Therefore, it was our suggestion that just Government 

* does net approach the Government of Taiwan because we do 

not recognise them, therefore a body created by Government, 

a judicial body, also should avoid dealing with them in an 

all 

official manner. This is/thet is contained there, I have 
mentioned it already. It is a question of substance and 
not of words. . . . ( interruptions ) 

£r f^uTf'r ^ tf.cst am ut uu 

%, tj#r RWTCv u€fl ^FTT tERT ts^t UW 

ifR ci^r fr b^f qi u ^vne vt 1r ? u^Yu *ivt nft 

A -pmT % fv ^ ^cUTT U^e *f u#f %i 


Rule, 

Mr Speaker: The/practico and c nventi r *n that wo have observed 
up to this time is that Government correspondence, if the 
Minister does not want it, is not laid on the Table, He 
can quote a part of it or give a summary. It is already 
accepted in this House, There are a number of cases on 
it. The House has been following it. Suppose tomorrow 
he makes a reference out of a certain document and yui 

m demand "please lay the whole file on the Table", It wil 1 
* and against the rule, 

be a very brd practice/ He says that he has given the 

relevant part. Rule 368 sayss 
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’It was therefore natural that the Government should 
surest to the Commissi on to ovoid any formal 
a roach to the Taiwan authorities to make 
an inde endent e -»quiry on disown.'* V 






i. 5lL 

/ 


fc * 


r iY T 

'T. ,, 

ml TTT Teh 

/ " * 

V s 

1 \TT IT 

T TPu 

ri vT '"'ITT T : 


ttg : 


% ? TTT 

ITS- 

r .TT 

vT <* 

** 

~n Tv 

t:,T c'T0 rx 


TTT 

STv, 

— ■ ^ i t i »ii 1 -- i i i 

i tT i TH 

tr" 

•TV TTf~ 




TTT Tt 3JTC to V 

I - TT 

\ ■ * v 


TT^T- v» 1 




Shri Shyomncndan 
ublic demand , 


Mi s lira : an enquiry id he Id in reemo.nse to a 
The ublic would demand wht cor res ondence 


is coming in th- way oyhn objectivqdrquiry? 
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/ Shri Sworon Singh: My submission is very si my le one, it is the 

attitude of the Government. we do not reco-nise the Government 

r 

of Taiwan. 'we have from the beoxanin^ e coraised the j.eonle's 
i£e 'Ublic of China and we have always rc»c : nisad Taiwan territory* 1 
as nart of the A eoyle * s itey ublic of China. ..( Interns tions J 
That i r the main cusgticn, because vie did not roco oisa Taiwan 


we suggested to the Commission that if you want to go there, 
Government does not recognise any governmental authority in 
Taiwan. 


tCd by Tj 
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Shri Sworn.: Singh: I hove already mentioned in my statement and 
I have also communicated it to the lion . Member in the letter 
the substance of what was suggested to the Commission. 

It is not customary that thr entire corre &* ends nee is made 
.ufclic; it is not dene. . . . ( Interruptions ) 

Mr. Spe aker : Let there be no debate on this now . 
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Phri Shyamnondnn Ki shra: On a point of order. The re may not be v ry 
precise questions clearly osed by the h;n. Moab^r. 3ut there 
are certain issues which require clcrficotion and that 
clarification demands upon the correspondence which the 
han. Minister is withholding from us. unless we see that 
we cannot say whether those issues have been clarified or not. 

Mr. Speaker: He has raid that the substance had been given in the 
^ He tter . 

*?r ~j* frrfr : •STtrfi t ■ ts =r.- ‘ «• i err: 
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Shri Samar Guhos Is the Government £oia;.. to pltj-e* the text of 

t -e suggestion :n the Ta'-le of the Hou-.e, the suggestion 
issued to the Hetoji inquiry Somni ssion? 

)jr 

Shri S war an Singh: I:o, Sir; ws hove no intention. 

Shri San or Guba: How con he soy that he has no such intention? 
v?r t^Ttt TRnT^i : ?TTT t .Tv-TT ‘"T >7^ l> I Yfi’l -YTi Y "VT 

•..*T '^TT% v‘ ‘ pfT TT f=TT Y l ~?S 7TTT ^‘i 1W r '^l*PTT 


rf^r ?; Tc ' \* tt t Y Yd t '.^YfrtY tu 
f>.‘ 'n Y TT^?: sr fr^h? ttyS 1 ; ? 
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Shri 


S;dmar Guho; It is not a suggestion; it is actually a 
directive. I seek your rotection, Mr. Speaker. It is 
you to ask them to place it on the Table of the House. 
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SECRET 

IMMTOATB 

3rd September, 1973 

Ho.C/125/20/73/JP 

V.V.Paranipe 
Joint Secretary 


Ky dear Patnaik, 



N® 


.y') 


Please refer to your u.o. Ho . 9/1/73/ T, dated 
28th August ,1973. j i* SAi?) 

2» As desired by the BOn*ble Speaker, I enclose 

herewith a copy of the letter sent by the Ministry 
of Hone Affairs to Mr. Justice G.D.Khosla, dated 
15.3 .1979 . You will, no doubt, treat the communication 
as secret, and return it to us when done with. 


Yours sincerely, 



(^T.TTTparanJpe ) 


Enctl 


S hr! P.K. Patnaik 
Joint Secretary 
lok Sabha Secretariat 
HEW DELHI 


P.K. PATNAIK 


JOIUT SECRETARY 
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Dear Shri Fhranj pe , U-SfFg^b^ 

VVNo, 


NEW DELHI-1. 

7 th September, 1973. 


Please refer to your D.O, 


C/1 25/20/73/ JP 


<Tj of September 3* 1973. 

V' /J* / 


(p 


2. Hie Speaker after seeing Home Ministry's letter 

dated 15.3.1973 to Mr. Justice G.D. Kbosla sent by you 
made the following observations in Lok Sabha on 5. 9. 1973:- 


"So far as the letter which was sent to me by 
the External Affairs Ministry is concerned, 

I assure you that it was a very faithful summary. 

As far as handing over the paper to you is 
concerned* it was sent to me in confidence. So, 

I cannot do it." 


£ Cyclostyled L.S. Debates page 16 755 J 


3. Home Ministry letter dated 15*3.1973 sent by 



(Copy) 




DO JT .24/6/71/Fol .II 



IMMEDIATB/SECTS T 


T.C.A . Srinivasavaradan 
Joint Secretary 


New Delhi 
15.3.1973 


i 


Dear Shri Khosla, 


I am desired to enclose a copv of a letter dated 
23rd De®ijber,1972, addressed to the Prim® Minister by 
Shri Samar Guha, M.P. Shri Samar Guha has inter alia made some 
suggestions regarding the visit of the Neta^i Inquiry 
Commission to Taiwan. 


2. You are aware cf the views o f the Government of India 

in the matter. At an earlier stage, our High Commissioner in 
Hong Kong was given to understand that the Thiwan Government . 
was not willing to extend any facilities to the Commission 
unless the Government of India made an official request to 
that effect, which was not possible sire e the Government of 
India has not recognised Taiwan. Thus, though the Government 
of India were not opposed in orinciple to the visit of the 
Commission to Taiwan, arrangements for such a visit at 
governmental level could not be made because of the attitude 
of the Taiwan Government. 


J 


, 


3. It will now be for the Commission to take a decision " * 

on the suggestions made in Shri Samar Guha's letter. The 

Commission may proceed to Taiwan if it is felt that its 

inquiry will not be complete without such a visit. The 

expenses of the Commission would, as in the case of the 

Commission's visit to other foreign countries, be borne by 

the Government of India. However, since the Gove?nment of India 

do not recognise Taiwan, and there are no official contacts 

with them, it would not be possible for the Government 

of India to arrange for any facilities for the Commission r 

with the Taiwan authorities. The Commission, therefore, J 

will have to use o rdinary travel channels to arrange for 

visas, accommodation etc., in Taiwan. The Commission may 

not wish to use other channels directly for arranging such 

facilities. 


4. If the Commission decides to visit Taiwan, it nay 

like to announce dates etc. of their visit, invite persons having 
knowledge about the teims of inquiry of the Commission to 
tender evidence and examine any of them who, in the opinion 
of the Commission, may be relevant- witnesses. I am desired to 
suggest that it may not be desirable for the Commission to 
depend on any intermediary organisations for the examination 
of witnesses in Taiwan. 


5. I am also desired to aiggest to the Commission that 

all possible care should be taken noi: to do anything whidi ‘ 
might lead their visit to be interpreted as involving of filial 
dealings with the Taiwan Government and to avoid official 
contacts with the Taiwanese Government officials, particularly 
in the Foreign Office, or other prominent leaders. 


Yours sincerely, 


ri Justice G.D. Khosla 
W Sl£§i inquiry Commn. 


Sd. T.C.A. Srinivasavaradan 



UK SABHA. 23 D AUGUST 1975 



CATTXVG ATTT7TI0M ’TO TIC?; TABLED BY 3HRI SAMaR OTTHA 0*7 


T:*PT FOIL0WITO :^BJ3CTt- 


*lhe reported ins true tins is usd to the Me tail 
Inquiry Commission by the Ministry of External 
Affairs not to sm v any help from the Govt, or 
any non^ffioiai organisation in Taiwan#" 


statement to be made by Foreign Minister Is 
placed below. The statement has been approved by F.M. 

A Vote for Supplements -ies Is also attached. 




( 7 . 

Joint Secretary 

p>r> Sffi.8.1975 

m. 

zsEmsxmx 

3HHI S^ARaT . PAHLIAMSVTAFT ASSISTaW 

for oydlostyllng and necessary action# 
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T.OK CaBHA. "3.8.73 

?au Awsamow tic s oi? ymarx aygnmr amission 

B v mi? , £f>Ri>iG-T png pm 

The TTet&Ji Enquiry Commission is un independent body 
w^ich decides on Its own procedures* ‘-hen the CommisM. on 
proposed visit Taiwan, it sought Government's advioe in 
the natter. The Government of India info mod the Commission 
that it did not recognise Taiwan and, therefore, nei the r 
the Government nor the Judicial bodies appointed by it could 
enter into direct or formal contacts with Taiwan Adminis- 
tration* Xt was, therefore, natural that the Government 
should suggest to the Commission to avoid any formal 
approach to the Taiwan authorities and to rake an independent 
enquiry on its own* 

formally, the Coraaission, during its visits to foreign 
countries' had conducted its enquiries with the assistance 
of the Indian diplomatic missions abroad. In the case of 
Taiwan, this avenue was not available and the Commission 
had necessarily to rely on informal arrangements and 
assistance of private parties; Shri Samar Guha, we learn, 
actively assisted the Commission. 

The Government h as not received any indle&tlon from 
the Oorr lsslon that Government's advioe had, in anv way, 
impeded its work of Investigation In Taiwan. In fact y during 
its 9 days' stay in Taiwan, the Commission visited all the 
places It wanted to and examined all the witnesses who came 
r to ’offer ev id enOjdn eluding those produced by Shri Samar 0 ;ha. 
A coord log to our information, the Commission is satisfied 
with its work In Taiwan. 



Aficret 


figtg for su?, : >lsBentfrrl^£ 

In 1971 the Neti jl Inquiry Commission which was set 
up toy the Government to Inquire into the disap earanoe of 
Nettji Eubhash Chandra Bose approached the Government af 
Tot facilities to visit some foreign countries In order 
to carry out its assigned task* Taiwan was Included In 
the list of places to be visited* The Government 
considered this and some informal enquiries were made* 

i !> 

However, as stated in the Lok .Si bha on the 10th May, 1972 
by Shrl K,C* Pant, Minister of State for Home Affairs, 

certain difficulties arose over the Taiwan visit. The 

r 

Taiwan authorities vented a form;! request from the 

i 

Government of India which could hot toe Issued since 

,■ ' • ! ‘ 

India has no diplomatic relations with Taiwan. 

2 * Subsequently, In late May, 1972, ?2 Members of 
Parliament addressed a memorandum to the Prime Minister 
in which It was stated that If the Commission did not 
visit Taiwan It would not be able to retch positive 
conclusions* It was also pointed out that ev n In the 
absence of diplomatic relations, ways end means should 
be devised for arranging the visit to Taiwan* 

3* In early June 1972 the Foreign Minister met some 
opposition leaders In Parliament and mentioned to them 
that apart from the difficulty arising because of the 
lack of diplomatic relations, the Taiwan authorities 
had also put forward the pre-condition that they would 
allow the Netajl Commlslon to visit Taiwan only if w*’ 
gave an assurance on reciprocity for visits to Indls 
y Taiwanese* Obviously such an assurance could not 
be given* 
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Shrl Guh&'s. latter 

jGtB£gai>ar. -, 

197 ". 







Lesion's 

sit to Taiwan. 
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4, Thereafter on the 2frd Becember, 1972, Shrl Se^ar 
Guhe wrote to the Prime Minister and made certain 
suggestions for an Informal visit toy the Commission to 
Taiwan • The matter was once again examined carefully 
end in response to the strong demand from various 
quarters, as also the desire to enable th Commission 
to make a definitive inquiry Into the disappearance of 

■ i 

Ketaji Subhash Chandra Bose, it was decided that the 
visit to Taiwan could take place. However, since the 
Government did not recognise Taiwan end ,hed no official 
contacts with it, the Commission would have to use 
ordinary travel channels to arrange for visas, 
accommodation, etc. By announcing the dates of its 
visit and Inviting people having a knowledge about the 
terms of the inquiry to tender evidence to the 
Commission, it was expected that the Commission would 
be able to discharge Its functions. 

5* Accordingly, the Commission visited Taiwan for nine 
days from the 10th to 18th July, 197S after having 
arranged for its vises and other travel formalities in 
Hong Kong. The Commission was able to make all the 
arrangements in a very satisfactory manner end obtained 
the assistance of various non-off idi Is , including some 
overseas Indians. There was extensive coverage of the 


/ [visit in the "alvan Pret-s and the Commission not only 


certain witnesses whose names end addresses 


had been furnished earlier by Shrl Samar Guha but also 


m 



/ / 


examined some witnesses who turned up on their own 
after learning of the Commission's visit to Taiwan. 








S&srs-t 
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Ml flint £2L j-f-ii. sm. 
Aff»lr» latter on 

the Taiwan visit. 


X . 


In the arrangements. 

6. Me have learnt from Hr* Justice G.D* Khosla that 
he was highly satisfied with ell the physical arrangements 
of the visit* At no stage did he feel any constraints 
on him or that any a t apt had been made by any agency 
whatsoever to "sabotage " the visit* He received full 
cooperation from the people of Taiwan* The authorities 
there also allowed the Commission to visit ’aikoho 
airport which was the site of the 1945 elrorash* 


7. As the Ijouse will be aware , the Hetajl Inquiry 
Commission has the fullest authority to gather evidence 
relating to the disappearance of Netajl £ubh;sh Chandra 
Bose* At the same time this mandate necessarily does 


not extend to foreign countries and the Commission has 
no powers to demand evidence from outside India* In all 
foreign countries which the Commission ha* viilted it 
has depended on the Indian Embassy concerned * to examine 
witnesses and gather other relevant evidence. In the 
case of Taiwan , since there was no Indian Mission 

available which could render this assistance , the 

* 

Commission had to make its own arrangements* 

In a letter addressed by the Ministry of Rome 
Af Pairs to th eC ommis si on In March 1973 ( Ou i»j ^ t Annex urg^ I 
it was pointed out thet the Ministry of external Affairs 
would not be able to arrange any facilities for the visit 
and the Commission would have to use ordinary travel 







Ml flint riL _o JUt omn 
Affalra letter on 

the Taiwan visit. 


X . 



Channels. Thu Commission was advised not to depend on 
any intermediary o yanls ations for examining witnesses 
but ratfcer to make Its presence known In Taiwan ;nd then 
examine such witnesses as were relevant to the case* 

The C'-otbIs sion was also cautioned not to have official 
contacts with Taiwanese le, dors or Government of fi dais, 
particularly the Foreign Ministry, yhile such advice 
given to an Independent Judicial body such as the Wetajl 
Cocsnisslon caonotfce construed as "directives”, it was 
entirely proper for the Cover nent to biing to the 
notice of the G ^mission points which would htve a 
beaiing on India* s relation* with ford, gn countries. In 
view of the fact that India does not recognise Taiwan 
has fall diplomatic relations with the people’s "epublio 
of China and has consistently held Taiwan to be a part 
of the PRC, it would ha~e been 'indesi ruble for the 
Cosmiasion to write directly to the Taiwan authorities. 
Exercising Its own lndnmdent judgement the Tfetajl 
Commission decided to accent the advice give by the 
Government. 

As far xx the suggestion that the Commission might 
make its presence known In Taiwan and thereby attract 
witnesses rather than rely on anv intermediary organisation, 
in fact the Commission Issued letters to various Individuals 
In Taiwan In advance of its visit, on the basis of a 
list supplied by Shrl Ouha, Son# of these witnesses 
turned tip to give evidence while a few others did not. 
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'frg c^rerattoa . , 

received _ln._?elyj..xu 


In addltlon f there were witnesses who came up on their 
own after news about the enquiry had been published In 
Taiwanese newspapers, Shrl GUha reached Taiwan a few 
days In advance of the Commission and held a press 
conference and contacted various authorities in order 
to assist the Commission. Justice Khosle was also 
honoured at receptions given by the China-Indle-Burma- 
Srl Lenka Cultural and Economic Association and by the 
Taiwan Bar Council* It is thus evident that the 
Commission did not encounter any lack of cooperation 
from the people of Taiwan and It felt no Inhibitions 
or restrictions in its Inquiries* 

Shrl Guha suggested to the Commission that It should 
extend its s ay In Taiwan but because there was no 
firm indication of the types of witnesses or the evidence 
which might be produced If the Commission's visit e were 
prolonged* the Commission decided to stick to Its original 

schedule of a nine-day stay in Taiwan. There were no 

r 

directives from the Government in this regard* 

According to Justice Khosla tha people of Taiwan 
gave him the fullest cooperation* He was also assisted! 
on an Informal basis * by various authorities. We have 
learnt that while conducting Its sittings In Taiwan , the 
Commission did not feel that Its activities had been 
circumscribed or inhibited through any Government 
directives* Justice Khosla also said privately that 
the visit waa fruitful. 



MIMS Tiff OF BXTErffAL AFFAIRS 

C sa oz vision > 


The main charges which Shrl Samar Guha has raised 
against the Government concerning the Netejl Commission's 
visit to Taiwan sre lleted below together with our replies 
to the points* 


Ali&KflUafc 

1) The Government issued a 
secret directive to the 
Commission prohibiting 
it from whiting to the 
Taiwan Government and 
its Foreign Ministry* 

The Tel pah Government 
did not want a formal 
letter from the G overuse t 
of India but wanted that 
the Commie don should 
write to the Saat Asia 
Department of their 
Government seeking 
cooperation. The 
Commission refused to 
write this letter* 


2) The Government prohibited 
the Commission from , 
addressing any letter to 
any non-official associa- 
tion In Taiwan seeking 
their cooperation. 




>, 


1) In a letter issued In March, 197? 
after consulting this Ministry, 

KHA suggested to the Commission that 
care should be taken no-t to do 
any thing which would lead to their 
visit being Interpreted as Involving 
official dealings with the Taiwan 
Government and to avoid of fifiial 
contacts with Taiwan Government 
officials, particularly the Foreign 
Ministry or Other prominent leaders. 
This advice was entirely consistent 
with the fact that we have no 
diplomatic relations with Taiwan* 

The Commissi on f ully agreed with the 
advice* 

Even without an official 
communication from the Commission, 
the Taiwan authorities arm'tted the 
Commission to visit the Teihoku 
airport which is a high security 
area* The Commission also visited 
the crematorium where Netajl is 
believed to have been creneted* 

2) When Shrl Earner Guha wrote to P*M* 

in December, 1 72 suggesting alternate 
Informal methods for the Commission's 
visit to Taiwan, he indicated that 
a non-offidal body such as the 
Civic Association, the Buddhist 
Association or the China-Indie 
Friendship Association xfcma could be 
asked to act as host to the 
Commission* After full consideration, 
we decided th;t the Commi scion should 
make its own travel arrangements end 
not depend on any intermediary 
organization* We also m; .ve-pr.ted 
to the Cornnisai n that "It may not 
be desirable to de end on any 
intermediary organization for the 
examination of vitnesres.” Instead, 

It wo 'll be better f >r the Commission 
to announce the dates of heir 
visit to Talwsn end invite those 
hiving information to tender 
evidence before It* The results 
of the Commissi >n's visit show 
that witnesses who were contacted 
earlier ss also others who heard 

• *2 
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3)Uie Commission T?as 
requested to extend its 
sittings for a few days 
go that soae rore 
safer? al could be found 
and important personnel 
could be located but 
the Commission refused 
to do so due to the 
"strict directive" given 
to It. 


4) The Taiwan authorities 
wergitnnoyed because the 
Secretary of the Commi- 
ssion addressed a lette- 
to +he "Foreign offiaa, 
Govt, of Fonnosa, Taiwan. " 


/°)> 

of the Commission's enquiry cams’ " 

forwaid- on their own to tender 
evidence. 

Vie had not prevented the Commission 
from meeting private parties or 
norw>f fieial organisations in ff ^iwan. 

In fact, the Commission was given 
full cooperation by the p e^rle of 
Taiwan -nd reception were held In 
honour of .Tustice Khosla by the 
China-Iw?ia Assod&tion as also the 
Bar Association of Taiwan. 

3) Ther wa g no directive fr^m-the 
Government obliging the Commission 
to restrict its visit. According 
to our information. Justice Kho si a 
did not accent Shri Samar Cuba's 
request for an extension because 
Shri Cuba was finable to oonllra 
that any material witnesses would 
be located or even to indicate the 
type of evidence which mlghtbecome 
available. It was theCoramisfton' s 
own decision that it should stick 
t'' its originally scheduled 9-day 
stay in Teitan. 

4) In advance of the Taiwan visit, 

Shri Cuba gave the Commission ft 
list of potential wit esses. Ax his 
suggestion," the Cor mission wrote 

to them but since the ad resees 
of §ft*ev were not available, 

ahxjL.fr.ihft'1 awKK88liV?ai th ^ Q 
letters were addressed to these 
individuals by name, oare of the 
Foreign Office, clove rumen t of 
Formosa. Taiwan. The flee rotary 
of the Commission also discussed 
this with the Under Sec re tapr (Japan) 
In the MKA and he too did not suggest 
any different mode of address. 

50b tu the absence of diploma tie / 
recognition, this was as good & „ 
meanq^f addressing a letter as a 
other s’ nee, obviously, tfca 
Comnls < ioqfcoul d not hav» writtei 
to the **: epublic of China", wfcitfi 
is the formal title preferred by 
the Tai an author! ties. The Taiwan 

authorities did not. refuse to to 
aftcept these letters. Moreover er, 
according to the Chain? tn of *the 
Commission, he did not* receive 
any direct or indirect pratept or 
expression of displ easure fnbm any 


3 * 
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5) The People and Cove'yrjen^ 
of Taiwan showed -n 
attitude of extreme food* 
will , friendship and 
cordiality to India and 
did not raise any 
political issues. However, 
the Commission was 
frustrated by yiS/^s 
directive which curbed 
its initiative and 
freedom • 



Taiwanese and Shri Ouha mentioned 
this only on one occasion t> the 
secretary of the Cfvamlssion in 
Taiwan. 

5) According to Justice lOiosla, the 
peoole of Tai-an folly cooperat'd 
with the 'nmiiryaa Ud the 
autho rites who were informally 
approached for ft c ill ties such as 
the visit to Taihoku airport. The 
Commission also received its visas 
in Hong Kong without any difficulty 
and these ware given gratia . The 
Ctaartesion held ftO.1 dayr 1 sittings 
throughout its visit, including 
8 mdayx. 
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